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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir wit BE CONVENIENT to the profession to learn that 
an entrance has now been opened at the north end of 
the new building in Bell-yard, by which easy access 
¢an be obtained to the offices situate in that part of the 
building. 


We print in another column a full report of a judg- 
ment of the Common Pleas Division in a solicitor’s case 
which we believe will be welcomed by our readers. It is 
to the interest of the great majority in the profession 
who, as a correspondent once put it, “ with more or less 
fidelity, endeavour to justify the old-fashioned title of 








* gentleman,’” that the tone of the profession should be 
kept up to a high pitch, and it is to the interest of every 
practitioner that his opponents should be compelled to 
fight “fair.” The decision we refer to shows that the 
court will not stop short at sins of commission, but that 
omission to do what honour demands will bring the 
solicitor within reach of its penalties. In the case in 
question, as in many others, the solicitor’s offence appears 
to have been ascribed to difficulty in distingaishing 
between the conflicting duties of honour to his opponent 
and professional confidence to his client. Some difficulty 
does sometimes arise in this respect, but we do not very 
well see how it could have arisen in the circumstances 
of the recent case, and it is well that for the future it 
should be clearly understood that a solicitor must not in 
any case by silence make himself, so to speak, an accessory 
after the fact to the dishonourable act of a client. As 
Lord Coleridge said, ‘‘ It is clear that the solicitor who 
read the opinion should have let his opponent know, at 
least, that there was some one giving improper informa- 
tion. Whether he might not have sent back the opinion, 
and said, ‘I have seen this opinion unintentionally; I 
think you ought to know that, somehow or other, this has 
been obtained from your office; take care what you are 
about ’—I think is a very great question too.” So do 
we. 





Tue position of the Committee of Experts sitting at 
Manchester for the revision of cotton trade marks, and 
the effect of their rulings, may now be considered to be 
finally settled after the judgment pronounced by the 
House of Lords this week in the case of Orr Ewing & Co. 
v. The Registrar of Trade-marks; and it appears to us 
that the conclusion arrived at will be satisfactory to per- 
sons interested in trade marks in the cotton classes. The 
effect of the decision of the Court of Appeal in the above 
case (26 W. R. 777) was to make the Committee, with 
regard to these marks, practically a final tribunal, from 
whose decisions there could be no appeal, except in the 
event of their proceeding on a wrong principle, or in an 
improper manner. Now the Committee is composed of 
‘* persons versed in the usages of the cotton trade,” not of 
persons versed in the law oraccustomed to weigh evidence, 
and, in fact, there is no question of conflicting evidence 
before them, for all matters are decided ex parte. That 
questions of property of very great value should be 
finally decided in this manner would, we think, be very 
unfortunate, and we, therefore, welcome the decision of 
the House of Lords, by which the rulings of the Com 
mittee will be subject to revision by the courts, who 
will arrive at their conclusions after a full consideration 
of all the evidence that can be adduced. Although 
the decisions of the Committee will not be final, due 
weight will be given to them, and we think the Com- 
mittee themselves will be well satisfied to be thus 
relieved of the great responsibility previously cast upon 
them, 





Mr. Joun Sanprtanps Warp has escaped from the 
clock tower without the attendance at the bar of the 
House and reprimand from the Speaker, which are 
usual, but not without payment of fees. In Mr. 
Wheelton’s case in 1840 (Hansard, 3rd series, vol. 52, 
p. 156) the Speaker said “that persons in the custody 
of the serjeant who have been ordered into confinement 
by the House, and whose health, it is stated, will be en- 
dangered by further confinement, ought to be at once 
discharged by the House without payment of their fees” ; 
and Mr. Wheelton, upon medical evidence of danger to 
health, was ordered to be discharged without paying his 
fees. Mr. Ward having been released, public interest 
is now concentrated upon Mr. Grissell, who has “ declined 
to return to England at present to submit himself 
to the decision of the House of Commons.” It has been 
properly pointed out that this misguided gentle- 
man will be liable to proceedings in future sessions. 
It was resolved by the Commons on the 14th of April, 
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1707, that ‘‘ when any person ordered to be taken into 
the custody of the serjeant-at-arms shall either abscond 
from justice, or, having been in custody, shall refuse to 
pay the just fees, in either of those cases the order for 
commitment shall be renewed at the beginning of the next 
session of Parliament, and that this be declared to be a 
standing order of the House.” In the case of Mr, Murray 
the House of Commons took other measures against 
an offender who had absconded to avoid apprehension. 
In 1751 it was resolved that “ Alexander Murray, Esq., 
who having been ordered by the House to be committed a 
prisoner to Newgate, did, by a high and most danger- 
ous contempt in him of the authority and privilege of 
this House, and by persisting in the same, avoid the 
execution of the said sentence, during the remainder of 
the said session of Parliament, be now committed close 
prisoner to his Majesty’s gaol of Newgate” (26 Commons 
Journals, p. 303). Subsequently the deputy of the 
serjeant-at-arms acquainted the House that diligent 
search had been made after the said Mr. Murray, but 
that he could not be fotind. Mr. Murray had, in fact, 
escaped abroad. A motion was then made and carried 
(Ib., p. 309), “that an humble address be presented 
to his Majesty that he will be graciously pleased 
to issue his Royal proclamation for apprehending the said 
Alexander Murray, with a promise of a reward for the 
same.” Next day the Comptroller reported to the House 
that his Majesty had commanded him to acquaint the 
House that he was pleased to give immediate orders for 
the issuing of such proclamation; and its terms are 
stated. This course is not very likely to be followed 
with Mr. Grissell; but that gentleman, if he wishes to 
avoid imprisonment, will have to spend a considerable 
part of the rest of his life abroad. 





Archdeacon Hessey, on Sunday last, in preaching his fare- 
well sermon at Gray’s Inn, took occasion to refer to the 
history of the Inn. After referring to the time when it was 
one of the great lay monasteries for legal and general educa- 
tion, on the outskirts of London, with a view uninterruped 
to the northern hills of Middlesex, he dwelt upon the great 
men who had belonged to it—William de Skipwith, in 
Edward III.’s reign; Sir William Gascoigne, known to all 
from Shakespeare ; Sir William Markham; Sir John Holt; 
Lord Burleigh, who called Gray’s Inn “the place where 
himself came forth to service ;” and Lord Bacon, treasurer of 
the society, in 1597, who laid out the garden, and who 
devoted two of his essays to the subject of gardening. 
In the earlier part of this century, a large proportion 
of the then twelve judges came from Gray’s Inn; Sir 
Samuel Romilly dwelt there, and his son Lord Romilly, the 
Master of the Rolls, and Lord Chelmsford were among its 
students; and, though other societies had recently become 
more popular, the Inn had still to mention as sprung from 
it three of the common law judges, a Vice-Chancellor, and 
the Attorney-General. Its younger students still dis- 
tinguished themselves, as notably last year. It had a noble 
and increasing library, and was the first society to suggest im- 
provement in the law examinations. The preacher then 
adverted to the eminent men, twenty-three in number, who 
had preceded him in that pulpit. Selecting a few only, he 
spoke of Dr. Crooke, who was recommended to the benchers 
by Lord Burleigh; Dr. Fenton, one of the scholarly band 
who framed the Authorized Version of the Bible; Dr. Richard 
Sibbes, the author of ‘‘The Bruised Reed and the Smoking 
Flax,” of whom Lord Bacon was a constant hearer and friend, 
That great man, great in spite of his lamentable fall, had 
chambers here, and after that fall was a permanent resident, 
“Can I be wrong” (says a recent editor of Sibbes’s works) 
‘in thinking that the touching appeal of the stricken Lord 
Chancellor to his peers, recorded by every biographer, ‘I am 
a bruised reed, my lords,’ may have on a remembrance of the 
golden- yllabled words which he had heard from the preacher 
of Gray’s Inn.” Dean Nicholas Bernard, the discoverer of 
the lost books of Hooker; Bishop Wilkins, one of tha 
founders of the Royal Society, which in its infancy used to 
— in - codgings at ens and William Wake, Arch- 
ishop of Canterbury, the intrepid opponent of u 

closed the catalogue. ” ee ee 





THE ABRIDGED BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Tue adoption of the suggestion so often made in these 
columns having been forced on the Government by cir- 
cumstances, the Bankruptcy Bill has practically been 
transformed into a Bill to amend the Bankruptcy Act of 
1869, and it is, so far as is consistent with the tenor, 
to be construed as one with the principal Act. 

The first point to be observed is that the whole of 
the existing provisions as to liquidation and composition 
are to be swept away. Schedule 4 of the Bill proposes 
to repeal sections 125 and 126 of the present Act, 
The scheme for a _ provisional order of adjudi- 
cation has disappeared, and the new Bill opens with 
a clause providing that a debtor “may present a 
bankruptcy petition against himself, and shall be 
deemed to have thereby committed an act of bank. 
ruptcy, and the court shall thereupon make an 
adjudication of bankruptcy against him.” It is also 
provided that the debtor shall, together with the petition 
(unless further time shall, under special circumstances, 
be allowed for the purpose), file in the court a list of his 
debts and liabilities, containing full particulars, and a de. 
tailed statement of his property and its estimated value; 
both these documents to be verified by affidavit. The 
provision as to the appointment of a receiver has been 
materially altered. The receiver, in the case of a credi- 
tor’s petition, is to be a person nominated by the peti- 
tioning creditor, and in the case of a debtor's petition 
either a person nominated by creditors in manner to be 
prescribed, or a person nominated by the debtor; but in 
the latter case no remuneration is to be allowed unless 
the nomination is subsequently approved by a resolution 
of the creditors. The creditors are also empowered at 
any time to appoint by resolution a receiver in addition 
to, or in substitution for, the receiver appointed by the 
court. Proceedings by creditors are to be stayed upom 
notice of adjudication or appointment of a receiver. 

The machinery of meetings is greatly simplified. It 
is provided that the first meeting of creditors shall be 
held at the court or such other place as may be pre- 
scribed, and shall be presided over by the registrar, or if 
he be absent from any unavoidable cause, by such 
chairman as the meeting may elect. We do not find 
any provision as to the time at which this meeting is to be 
held, and we presume that this matter is to be regulated by 
the provisions of section 14 of the Act of 1869. The main 
alteration proposed to be effected in the present system 
in this respect is the engrafting upon it of regulations 
for winding up under deeds of arrangement. It is pro- 
vided (clause 10) that the creditors at the first meeting, 
instead of appointing a trustee or committee of inspection, 
may pass a special resolution that further proceedings 
under the bankruptcy petition be stayed, and the affairs of 
the debtor be wound up under a deed of arrangement, 
and, thereupon, the court shall stay the proceedings for 
such period as it shall think fit. The provisions as to the 
filing and execution of these deeds, and as to the 
requisite assent of creditors (i.e, a majority in number 
representing three-fourths in value), are reproduced from 
the former Bill, which, it will be remembered, itself 
borrowed the provisions as to execution and assent from 
the Acts of 1861 and 1868. Any person interested may, 
within the period for which the proceedings in bank- 
ruptcy have been stayed, apply to the court to enforce 
the deed of arrangement, and the court, after giving the 
prescribed notices, and upon being satisfied that the 
requirements of the Act have been complied with, is to 
“confirm the deed and the adjudication in bankruptcy 
against thedebtor” (clause 12). We donot understand 
this last provision. The order confirming the deed 
is to be final, and the power contained in the former 
Bill to the court to declare the deed void ‘‘ at any time 
before or after the confirmation of the deed ” is dropped. 
The ancillary provisions as to the effect of a deed com- 
prising all the property of the debtor, and as to the: 
removal by the court of the trustee or inspector under & 
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deed of arrangement, and the appointment of a new 
trustee or inspector, are retained. A new clause is added 
giving the court full power to enforce the deed after it 
has been confirmed, and to decide questions under it. 

With regard to the discharge of the bankrupt, the new 
provisions of the former Bill have been retained. In 
order to obtain his discharge before twelve months from 
the last examination, the application must be concurred in 
by a majority in number and three-fourths in value of the 
creditors who have proved; and in order to obtain his 
discharge after twelve months and before two years, the 
application must be concurred in by a majority in num- 
ber and value of such creditors; and the court, on 
being satisfied that the creditors have not received, and 
are not likely to receive, a dividend of ten shillings in the 
pound (the insufficiency not being caused by any negli- 
gence or fraud of the trustee); or that the bankrupt, being 
a trader, has not kept proper books ; or that the bankrupt 
has brought on his bankruptcy by speculation or extra- 
vagance, may suspend the order of discharge, or grant it 
subject to conditions. 

Upon the subject of disclaimer of onerous property, the 
provision of section 23 of the Act of 1869 is re-enacted, 
with the addition of the new provision of the former 
Bill, enabling the court to order the payment of money 
in respect of breach of covenants arising between the 
first meeting and the disclaimer, and to make vesting 
orders in the events mentioned. 

As regards the remuneration of the trustee or receiver, 
the scale of the former Bill is retained; and the 
valuable provisions of that Bill requiring all trustees or 
receivers at the end of a year from their appointment to 
transfer all the funds in their hands into court, unless 
under the special circumstances of the case the court 
shall extend the time; and the provision as to payment 
of moneys and filing of accounts by the trustee or 
receiver under a deed of arrangement, have been re- 
tained. 

The provisions of the former Bill as to proxies also 
remain. Power is given to make general rules as 
to the appointment and use of proxies, and it is provided, 
as in the former Bill, that where it appears to the satis- 
faction of the court that any solicitation has been used 
by or on behalf of a trustee in obtaining proxies, or in 
procuring the trusteeship, except ty the direction of a 
meeting of creditors, the court shall have power, if it 
think fit, to order that no remuneration shall be allowed 
to the person by whom, or on whose behalf, such solici- 
tation may have been exercised (the exception in italics 
only being added). 

Among miscellaneous alterations of the present law 
may be noted the provisions (adopted from the former 
Bill) re-enacting section 184 of the Aci of 1849, requiring 
a creditor issuing an execution to seize and sell before 
bankruptcy, in order to retain the benefit of such execu. 
tion; and re-enacting section 74 of the Act of 1861, 
requiring goods taken in execution for a sum over £50 
to be sold by auction. And (opportunely with reference 
to the recent decision of the Court of Appeal in Ha 
parte Jones, In re Grissell, ante, p. 757), the provision 
of the former Bill rendering married women liable to be 
made bankrupt is retained. 

The district of the London Court is to be enlarged, so 
as to include the Wandsworth, Greenwich, and Wool- 
wich and Brentford County Courts. The proposed 
restriction on the power of the Chief Judge to delegate 
matters to the registrars does not appear. 

The main alterations which will be effected in the 
existing law if the Bankruptcy Bill, as now revised and 
abridged, is passed, may be thus summed up :—The 
whole system of liquidation and composition is to be 
abolished ; and in lieu of it there is to be established a 
system of winding up under deeds of arrangement. A 
debtor will hereafter be able to present a bankruptcy 
petition against himself, but in that case he will have to 
file with such petition a list of his debts and liabilities, 
and a statement of his property. The first meeting of 








creditors will be presided over by the registrar. The 
application for discharge of the debtor, if made within 
one year from his final examination, must be concurred 
in by a majority in number and three-fourths in 
value of the creditors who have proved; and if made 
within two years by a majority in number and 
value of such creditors; and the court may refuse 
or suspend the order, or make it subject to con- 
ditions, in cases where the creditors receive a less 
dividend than ten shillings in the pound, or the bankrupt 
has not kept proper books, or has brought on ‘his bank- 
ruptcy by speculation or extravagance. The scale of 
remuneration of the trustee will be cut down toa point 
which has been estimated at about half of the present 
scale; all trustees will be required to pay all moneys in 
their hands into court within one year from the date of 
their appointment, and the abuse of proxies in obtaining 
the appointment of trustees will be checked. Most of 
these are changes for the better, and we think the Bill in 
its present form may be accepted as a satisfactory settle- 
ment of the question of Bankruptcy Reform. 





THE HISTORY OF A LEGAL OFFICE. 


Tue removal of the Record and Writ Office to the new 
building has suggested the publication of an interesting 
and opportune little piece of legal history.* The Six 
Clerks, who were the predecessors of the Clerks of Records 
and Writs, were officers of great antiquity. They were 
attendant upon the Chancellor, and originally were, 
with him, resident in the King’s palace; but in the 
reign of Edward III. were ‘ordered away from the 
court.”” Afterwards they seem to have occupied a house 
on the west side of Chancery-lane, which was burnt 
down in 1621, and was rebuilt at a cost of £3,000. Sub- 
sequently they seem to have occupied several houses 
“over against the Rolls,’ and when these became 
ruinous, in 1775, the erection of the building lately 
occupied by the Clerks of Records and Writs was 
authorized by Acts of Parliament, and in 1778 the Six 
clerks took possession of the new building and continued 
there until the abolition of the office in 1842. 

The duties of the Six Clerks seems to have varied at 
different times. Originally they were chiefly concerned 
with writs and chancery records; but in the reigns of 
Mary and Elizabeth they were described as “being the 
only attorneys of the court” and acted, as Mr. Braithwaite 
thinks, as the official medium between solicitors and the 
court, For the last three or four centuries of their exist- 
ence they were concerned with the general business of the 
Court of Chancery. They kept the records of Bills, &c. 
looked after the fees payable in connection with the 
business of the office of the Petty Bag, and the 
Comptroller of the Hanaper; and, until the establish- 
ment of the Accountant-General’s Office in 1725, shared 
with the masters in the care of the money of the suitors 
of the Court of Chancery. 

The regulations from time to time in force with refer- 
ence to the Six Clerks were very curious, They were not 
allowed to marry until the Act 14 & 15 Henry 8,c¢. 8, 
whereby the Six Clerks of that day obtained leave to 
‘“‘take wives and marry.” They had much trouble with 
the “ under clerks ” whose services they secured to help 
in conducting the business of the office, and not the 
least amusing part of Mr. Braithwaite’s narrative is his 
humorous description of the struggle between these two 
bodies. The disturbances reached a climax in 1693, 
when an order was made that no under clerk “ henceforth 
presume to wear a sword either in or out of the office,” 
or “ wear his hat in the office in tiie presence of any one 
of the senior clerks.” 





* The “ Six Clerks in Chancery” ; their Successors in Office 
and the ‘* Houses” they lived in. A Reminiscence. By 
Tuomas W. BraiTHwalts, of the Record and Writ Office. 
Stevens & Haynes. 
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The subsequent history of the office is well known. 
Four Clerks of Records and Writs were appointed in 
1842 in place of the Six Clerks. Since 1855 there have 
been only three Clerks of Records and Writs, and since 
1878 but two. The Bill now before Parliament proposes 
to make these gentlemen Masters of the Supreme Court. 

We have given a very bare outline of some of the 
contents of Mr. Braithwaite’s valuable sketch, which sup- 
plies, from original sources and in a pleasant and attrac- 
tive style, a fragment of history in which most practi- 
tioners will feel an interest. 


Rebiews. 
EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS. 


A TreatisE oN THE Law oF ExecuTors AND ADMINISTRA- 
mors. By the Right Hon. Sir E. V. Witziams (late 
one of the Judges of her Majesty’s Court of Common 
Pleas). E:curx Epitionx. By Rotanp L. VavucHan 
Wuuums, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, and Waiter V. 
Vaveuan Wiis, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens 
& Sons; H. Sweet ; W. Maxwell & Son. 


Comparing this edition with the last, we see little 
change. The increase in the number of pages in the 
two volumes is trifling, but of course this is no 
fair test of the amount of new matter, for the 
Judicature Act has rendered necessary the omission of 
some obsolete matter relating to pleading. The cases 
decided since 1873 have, generally speaking, been in- 
serted, but we have failed to find any notice of Newton 
vy. Sherry (24 W. R. 371, L. R, 1 C. P. D. 246), where it 
was held that an advertisement under 22 & 23 Vict. c. 
35, s. 20, by an administrator, calling upon “ creditors 
and others” to send in their claims, was sufficient to 
protect him against claims by next of kin of the intes- 

te. And we are rather surprised to see that—notwith- 
standing European Society v. Radcliffe (26 W. RB. 417), 
where the Master of the Rolls held that where, since 
the Judicature Act, an executor or administrator pays 
any creditor in full after the commencement of a credi- 
tor’s administration action but before judgment, 
the rule in equity must prevail, and the executor or ad- 
ministrator must be allowed such payment in passing 
his accounts, although he had notice of the action— 
the statement in the text, on p. 1037, that “if one 
creditor of the deceased commence an action against 
the executor or administrator of which he has 
notice, he is restrained from making a volun- 
tary payment to any other creditor of equal de- 
gree,” is retained unaltered, a mere reference to Luro- 
pean Society v. Radcliffe being added at the end of the 
footnote. We should have thought that, at any rate on 
p. 1042, the result of that decision should have been 
given in the text, and not merely ina note. The text 
of the section relating to executor’s retainer appears 
to be printed without material alteration from the last 
edition, and we have searched in vain for any notice of 
the possible effect of section 25, sub-section 11 of the 
Judicature Act, in enlarging the rules originally laid 
down by courts of common law as to retainer out of 
legal assets, having regard to the doctrines of Franks 
v. Cooper (4 Ves. 763), and Thompson v. Thompson (9 
Price, 464). We still find the statement, on p. 1045, 
that “the executor or administrator may retain (at all 
events in equity) for debts due to another in trust 
for him,’ Who would imagine that a Judicature Act 
had passed? De Taste v. Shaw is still fully stated in 
nearly two pages of text, and the decision of the Court 
of Appeal in In re Morris's Estate (23 W. R. 120), is only 
noticed in six lines as a footnote. 

We are not surprised that the editors should shrink 
from altering the text of a work of the almost unrivalled 
reputation of that before us; but we think that, if it is 
to maintain that reputation, the time has come for a 














thorough revision of the text. No doubt, if the reader ig 
careful to examine the footnotes and the recent authori. 
ties mentioned in them, he is not likely to be deceived, 
but it is not convenient to have old law in the text and 
new law in the notes. 





SCOTTISH PROCEDURE. 


HAnpDxBook OF ProcepuRE AND Reprezss AT Law, &c., FoR 
PROFESSIONAL AND GENERAL Usk. By Wit11am Sprx, 
Solicitor before the Supreme Courts. Edinburgh: 
William Paterson. 


It is, perhaps, more indicative of fairness than of the 
shrewdness we expect in legal writers on the other side 
of the Tweed that Mr. Spink’s book should open with a 
chapter on “Notes about Going to Law,” which may 
prevent a good many readers from troubling themselves 
with the subsequent portions of the work. Mr, 
Spink is very sensible, but almost cynically frank, 
about the dangers attending litigation. ‘‘ Under 
a number of circumstances,” he says, “the half- 
intending litigant will pause, and perhaps act best 
by not going into court; for instance (1), if the 
claim be doubtful in law, and to him trifling, especially 
with obstinate opponents; (2) if the claim be small, and 
he be poor, but possessing a little means—for in such a 
case half a loaf may be worse than no bread, the man 
who has nothing to lose being no worse off when he loses 
a suit; (3) if he be old or infirm in health (in arduous 
contests), unless the individual thrives on contention”? 
[these individuals must be peculiar to Scotland] ; “ (4) 
if injury consequent on publicity is to be feared, or 
there is any particular unseemliness in the suit; (5) if 
moral considerations for an opponent are called for, 
such being not seldom due by the litigant; withholding 
the exaction of his legal rights.’ Still, there are some 
brighter touches in this sombre picture. ‘There is com- 
paratively little fear of long delay in the Scottish courts 
—final judgment in the Inner House of the Court of 
Session being generally obtainable in two or three months, 
and “solicitors generally, as well as litigants,” are ‘‘ pro- 
bably much more reasonable in business than they were 
forty years ago, and more might be managed in this way 
than is, perhaps, often thought practicable, from an old 
habit of opponents growling at and trying to destroy 
each other.” 

If the ardour of the intending litigant survives the 
first chapter, he will find in the rest of the book, first, 
an account of the Court of Session and its procedure, 
followed by the Acts of Parliament relating to the sub- 
ject ; then an account of the sheriff courts and their 
procedure, followed by the Acts, the phraseology of 
which appears to an English reader occasionally peculiar, 
if expressive—see, for instance (p. 197), 39 & 40 Vict. c. 
70, s. 49, which provides that “where any cause shall 
have fallen asleep, .. . it shall be competent for the 
sheriff to procure an interlocutor wakening the cause.” 
In succeeding chapters the House of Lords’ procedure 
and the minor courts and their procedure are dealt with, 
and the work also contains a dictionary of terms, maxims, 
and phrases, 





FEARNE ABRIDGED. 


An Eprromz or Fearnz on Contincunt REMAINDERS AND 
Exzcurory Devises: Inrenpep PRINCIPALLY FOR THE 
Use or Stupents. By W. M.C. Stevens & Sons, 
The writer of this little book seems to aim at giving 

the skeleton of Fearne’s great book. He says that his 

work contains “all of Fearne’s principles separately and 

distinctly set forth. Under each principle is given a 


single simple case, by way of example, or in illustration, 
and then the writer has endeavoured to add such ex- 
planation as would give the student a clear and distinct 
view of the particular principle under consideration.” 
The design is useful, but we do not think that it is ad- 
visable to reproduce every one of Mr. Fearne’s proposi- 
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We may venture to hint that, although when Mr, 
me wrote he was quite right in saying that contin- 
at remainders. were liable to destruction by the for- 

surrender, or —_— of: the preceding estate of 
shold, he would not have been right in saying 
> at the present day, and it does not seem to be desir- 
ile that the student should (at pp. 58—62 of the 
‘resent work)be led to suppose that no alteration has 
heel made in the law. 


COLONIAL LAW. 

7 MacistentaL Law or British Guiana, &c. By 
Aurrep Joun Povunp, Barrister-at-Law, and Ex- 
Stipendiary Justice of the Peace for the Colony of 
British Guiana. J. Haddon & Co. 
This bulky volume seems to contain a very complete 
statement of the criminal law of the colony to which it 
relates. It includes not merely the “ ordinances” but 
the decisions of the courts, and, although we cannot 

retend to give an opinion as to the accuracy of the in- 
formation given, we can speak very favourably as to the 
clearness and terseness of the author’s remarks. We 
observe that in British Guiana distress for rent must be 
made by a constable or peace officer authorized by a 
justice’s warrant, and in presence of the landlord or his 


agent, 


Geneval Correspondence. 


#,* Mr. Munton asks us to correct a clerical error in his 
letter Jast week, “Final” examination should read 
“ intermediate ” examination. 


COUNTY COURT PRACTICE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—In addition to the other obstacles thrown by the 
county courts in the way of creditors is the direction of 
the Treasury that no default summonses shall be issued 
against partnerships except in the individual names of 
the members of the defendant firm, on the ground that 

' personal service cannot be effected on a firm. 

This is something like the idea of the old lawyers that 
acorporation could not be a feoffee to uses as incapable 
of confidence for want of a soul. 

It is surely to be regretted that a rule, so successfully 
discarded in the Supreme Court, should be retained in 
the inferior tribunal. MonkcHESTER, 

[When was this direction given ?—Eb. S. J.] 




















The Liverpool borough coroner, Mr, Clarke Aspinall, 
held an inquest on Monday, the 21st ult., touching the 
death of Mr, Robert Merryweather, a solicitor, fifty-one 
years of age, who resided in Falkner-street, Liverpool, and 
whose dead body was found on Saturday morning in his 
office, Imperial-chambers, 62, Dale-street. It seemed that 
the deceased was last seen alive on Wednesday, and on 
Saturday morning, the office door being forced open, his 
body wag found. He had apparently divested himself of 


his coat, overcoat, hat, and boots, had turned the hearth- - 


rog over, and had lain himself upon it on the floor. A 
managing clerk in the employ of the deceased on visiting 
the office on Thursday found the door locked. It was not 
considered desirable, however, to force the door open till 
Saturday, as deceased had previously been away for some 
days without saying where he was going, and on the pre- 
Sent occasion no one suspected the cause of his absence. 
He was at times rather irregular in his attendance at the 
office, so his absence did not at first cause any alarm. Dr. 
H. Lowndes, of Catherine-street, stated that the deceased 
was a patient of his, and had been for the last twenty 
years, About a month ago he had a fall and threatening 
Of apoplexy. He recovered from the effects of the fall, but 
seemed to be in a very feeble state of health. The cause 
of death was apoplexy, From the appearance of the body 
death took place some days before Saturday. The jury 
Tetarned a verdict in accordance with the medical testi- 











Cases wf tite Gteck. 


Joist aND Severat Liasinirr—JupGMENnT AGAINST 
Co-contractor—-MergeR—JupvicaTure Act, 1873, s. 25, 
SUB-SECTION 11,—In the House of Lords, on the 28th ult., 
judgment was given in the appeal of Kendall v. Hamilton. 
The action had been tried before Huddleston, B., without a 
jury, when it appeared that the plaintiffs had recovered a 
judgment against Messrs. Wilson, Mackay, & Co. for breach 
of a contract. Wilson, Mackay, & Co. became bankrupts in 
Scotland, and the plaintiffs proved against their estate, but 
they afterwards discovered that the defendant was jointly 
interested in the contract, and they brought the present 
action, The defendant relied upon the judgment obtained. 
by the plaintiffs against Wilson, Mackay, & Co. as a bar to 
the present action, but Huddleston, B., entered judgment 
for the plaintiffs. This decision was reversed by the Court 
of Appeal (Brett, Thesiger, and Cotton, L.JJ.), holding (on 
the authority of Zing v. Hoare, 13 M. & W. 494) that the 
cause of action against the defendant was merged in the 
judgment obtained by the plaintiffs against his co-contrac- 
tors, which judgment was a bar to the present action. 
The court also laid it down that partnership debts are not for 
all purposes several as well as joint in equity, although in 
the event of the death of one partner partnership creditors 
had been allowed to obtain relief against the estate of the 
deceased without exhausting their remedy against the sur- 
vivors (see 27 W. R. 121, 22 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 761). 
The plaintiffs appealed against this judgment, it being 
contended that the decision in King v. Hoare was no 
longer an answer to this claim, since it was provided by 
section 25, sub-section 11, of the Judicature Act, 1873, that 
“in all matters . . in which there is any conflict or 
variance between the rules of equity and the rules of 
common law in respect to the same matter, the rules 
of equity shall prevail”; while a long series of deci- 
sions had established the equitable doctrine that partner- 
ship debts are always several as well as joint. The case 
was twice argued, and a majority of the law lords now gave 
judgment for the respondent. Lords Hatherley, 0’ Hagan, 
Selborne, blackburn, and Gordon based their decision upon 
the same grounds as the judges in the Court of Appeal. 
Earl Cairns, C., concurred, but on the ground that Wilson, 
Mackay, & Co. were in effect agents for an undisclosed prin- 
cipal, and Priestly v. Fernie (13 W. R. 1089, 3 H. & C. 977). 
showed that after judgment against the agent the creditor 
could no longer sue the principal. Lord Penzance dissented, 
holding that King v. Hoare was, since the Judicature Acts, 
no answer to the claim, and that the plaiatiffs were in equity 
entitled to relief. 





TRADE-MARK — Recistration — Corton Goops—Com- 
MITTEE OF Exrperts—Finauity or Deciston.—In the House 
of Lords, on Monday, the 28th ult., the appeal of Orr Ewing 
& Co. v. The Registrar of Trade-Marks was decided. The 
appellants claimed to be the proprietors of certain trade- 
marks for cotton goods, and sent representations of those 
marks for inspection at the Manchester Trade-mark Regis- 
try by the Committee of Experts appointed by the Com- 
missioners of Patents under rules 57—59 of the Rules of 
August, 1876. The Committee of Experts placed the marks 
i he second class, that is to say, among such marks as 
were not, in their opinion, trade-marks within the meaning 
of the Act. Orr Ewing & Co. then applied to Hall, V.C., 
for a declaration that their marks were trade-marks within 
the meaning of the Act, and for an order to the Registrar of 
Trade-marks to proceed with an application to register them, 
and the Vice-Chancellor made the order asked for, on the 
ground that the marks were trade-marks within the Act, 
and that they ought to have been placed by the committee 
in the first class (see 26 W. R. 259). This order was, on the 
7th of June, 1878, reversed by the Court of Appeal (James, 
Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.), on the ground that the 
court ought not to act against the decision of the Com- 
mittee of Experts except under special circumstances, or where 
they had clearly acted upon a wrong principle (see 26 W. R. 
777, 22 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 643). This decision was now 
reversed by Earl Cairns, C., Lords Hatherley, O'Hagan, 
Blackburn, and Gordon, on the ground that the decision of 
the Committee of Experts wes not binding upon the court. 
Tt was intended by the Acts and Ru'es that their decision 
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should be merely a guide to the Registrar of Trade-marks, but 
it could have no judicial operation, since it was not arrived 
at after hearing both sides. The House expressed no opinion 
as to whether the marks were trade-marks within the Act, 
it being necessary that the usual process should be gone 
through before the registrar, and there must, therefore, be a 
declaration that, although the marks had been placed by the 
Committee of Experts in the second class, the registrar 
ought to proceed with the application for registration. No 
costs were given. 





Costs—DeaTtH oF PLAINTIFF—LEGAL PERSONAL REPRE- 
SENTATIVE—PERSONAL LiaBILity.—In the House of Lords, 
on Monday, the 28th ult., judgment was given in the appeal 
of Boynton v. Boynton. The suit was instituted by the late 
Lady Boynton to obtain a declaration that a certain settle- 
ment was void on the ground of undue influence. On the 
18th of November, 1876, Hall, V.C., gave judgment for the 
plaintiff, directing that the settlement should be given up 
and cancelied, and that the plaintiff's costs should be paid 
by George Boynton, one of the defendants. On the 26th of 
June, 1877, the plaintiff died, having appointed as her 
executor her son Charles Boynton, who was one of the 
defendants, though not interested in supporting the settle- 
ment, Two of the defendants having given notice of appeal, 
Charles Boynton obtained (on the 19th of November, 1877) 
an order from Hall, V.C., directing that he should be at 
liberty to carry on and prosecute the suit in like manner as 
Lady Boynton would have done, if still living. On the 16th 
of April, 1878, the Court of Appeal reversed the decision of 
Hall, V.C., with costs. On the 19th of June, 1878, Charles 
Boynton applied to the Court of Appeal for an order declar- 
ing that the costs ought not to be paid by him personally, 
but the court refused the application (see 27 W. R. 141, 22 
Soxicirors’ Journat, 662). Charles Boynton appealed 
against both decisions. Their lordships affirmed the judg- 
ment of the Court of Appeal upon the question of undue 
influence, and upon the question of costs Earl Cairns 
pointed out that Charles Boynton had, at his own 
request, been virtually made the plaintiff in the suit, 
which he had adopted ad initio. If he had succeeded 
in the appeal he would have received costs, and having failed 
he must, according to the well-settled practice, submit to an 
order for payment of costs personally. Lords Hatherley and 
Blackburn concurred, and the appeal was dismissed with 
costs. 





BanKRruptcy—Proor—SrcurED CREDITOR—VALUATION 
or Securiry—Binis or ExcHaNGE HELD BY BANKERS 
“‘ PENDING Discount’’—Banxrvuptcy Act, 1869, ss. 16, 40 
—Banxruptcy Ruzs, 1870, rr. 99, 100.—On the 24th 
ult., the Court of Appeal (James, Brett, and Cotton, 
L.JJ.) affirmed the decision of the Chief Judge (noted 
ante, p. 481) in the case of Ex parte Schofield. The ques- 
tion was whether bills of exchange, held by the bankers of 
a liquidating debtor at the commencement of the liquida- 
tion ‘‘pending discount,” were securities for the balance due 
from him to them which they, in proving for that balance, 
were bound to value, subject to the penalty of losing the 
benefit of the securities if they proved for their whole debt 
without deducting the value of the securities. The debtor 
had indorsed to the bankers a number of bills, accepted by 
different persons, in order that they might discount them 
for him. Some of the bills the bankers at once discounted, 
and carried the amount of them, less the discount, to the 
credit of the debtor’s current account. The remainder of 
the bills were not discounted, the bankers not being willing 
to do so until they had satisfied themselves by inquiry of 
the solvency of the acceptors. Meanwhile, the bankers 
held those bills “ pending discount,” and they allowed the 
debtor to overdraw his current account to a considerable 
amount on the credit of those bills generally, without, how- 
ever, attributing the advances thus made to any particular 
bills. In their proof for the balance due to them 
the bankers set forth a list of all the bills 
which they held and which had been indorsed to them b 
the debtor, but they proved for the full amount of their 
debt, not making any deduction in respect of the value of 
any of the bills. It was not disputed that this course was 
right so far as regarded the bills which had been discounted 
in the ordinary way, but it was contended by the trustee 
that the bills which the bankers held ‘ pending discount” 

























ought to have been treated as securities for the af 
made on the credit of them, their value being deducted 4 
the amount of the debt, and the proof being made 
the balance. And, as this had not been done, thet 
claimed to have the ‘‘ pending discount” bills delivers 
tohim. The Chief Sela held that the proof had } 
properly made for the full amount of the debt, and tha, 
bankers were entitled to retain all the bills, and to top, 
what they could from the other parties to them, proyij 
of course, that they did not receive in the whole more # 
20s. in the pound. In support of the appeal it was tr» 
that a negotiable instrument held as security for a debt oy 
to be treated in the same way as any other security, } 
the court said that the practice of the Court of 
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had long been settled to the contrary with regard to billy, - = 
exchange, and they shrank from introducing an alterat, for 88) 
in this long-established practice. It was in accordance yi part ¢ 
the view of Lord Eldon in Ex parte Twogood, 19 Ves, 2% pureb: 
& pere 
chase: 
Sate or Property To CompANY—AGREEMENT By Vp the oc 
DOR TO GUARANTEE INTEREST TO CoMPANY—ILLEGaLM, how! 
—In a case of In re The South Llanharran Colliery Comp * cot 
before the Court of Appeal on the 25th ult,, an applic the o 
tion was made by the liquidator of the company that ty . 
vendor to the company of the colliery which they were forma ee 
to work should pay over again to the liquidator a sum q frau 
money which he had already paid to the shareholders, jy) oo: 
pursuance of an agreement on his part contained in {hy at 
agreement for sale to the company. Before the compay’ = 
was incorporated an agreement was entered into between ty tiqn 
vendor and a trustee on behalf of the (then intended) con. 
pany, which provided for the sale of the property for a sm E 
which was to be paid, as to £10,000 in cash, and as toth _0 
residue by means of a specified number of fully paid-up shars na 
which were to be allotted to the vendor or his nominees. Th Ric 
vendor, on his part, agreed to pay to the company, duriy The 
two years from the date of its incorporation, such a sum a ret? 
together with the net profits of the company, should & vents 
equal to interest at the rate of five per cent. per annua pant 
on the capital for the time being paid up. And it wa me 
further agreed that all moneys paid by the vendor in thi wi 
way should be repaid to him out of the surplus profits which @ or 


might in any subsequent year remain, after payment in each ap 
such subsequent year of a dividend of ten per cent. pa . 
annum for that year on the capital for the time being paid 
up. By the articles of association of the company this agree. 
ment was adopted by the company. The articles containel 7 
the usual provision that no dividend should be payable 
except out of the profits arising from the business of the & 
company. The company proved unsuccessful, and wa 
ordered to be wound up before the expiration of two years 
from the date of its incorporation. The vendor, in pursv- 
ance of his agreement, paid to the company at the end of 
the first three half-years of its existence the sum necessary 
to make up, with the profits for the half-year, interest for 
the half-year, at the rate of five per cent. per annum, on the 
paid-up capital of the company, and the payments so made 
were distributed by the directors among the shareholders as 
interest on their shares. At the end of the fourth half-year, 
the company being then in liquidation, the vendor made s 
similar payment, but, instead of paying it to the com- 
pany or the liquidator, he himself distributed the 
money among the shareholders as interest upon their 
shares. The sum thus distributed the liquidator sought to 
compel the vendor to pay over again, on the ground that 
by the terms of the agreement it was to be paid to the 
company, and was, therefore, property of the company 
and applicable to the payment of their creditors ; or that, 
if by the agreement the payments to be made by the vendor 
were intended for the benefit of the shareholders, the ~ 
agreement was illegal, as amounting in effect to a returz 
of part of the capital of the company to the shareholders. 
Hall, V.C., held that the agreement was illegal, and 
ordered the vendor to pay the amount which he had dis- 
tributed among the shareholders over again to the liqui- 
dator. This decision was reversed by the Court of Appeal 
(James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), who held, on the con- 
struction of the agreement, that the payments made by 
the vendor were not the property of the company, bab 
were appropriated to the shareholders, the payment to the 
company being only the machinery for reaching the share- 
holders, and the company being only a trustee of the pay 
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arrangement was perfectly legal. Brett, L.J., said that, 
if the court could see that there was a device to 
evade the Companies Act, it would know how to deal with 
it; if, for instance, it could be shown that the vendor was 
willing to take £9,000 for the property, but it was arranged 
that he should have £10,000 and return £1,000 of it in any 
event. Cotton, L.J., said that the payments to be made 
by the vendor were appropriated to the shareholders, and 
were not to form part of the profits or of the capital of the 
company, and, therefore, the liquidator could have no claim 
to them under the agreement. And there was no ground 
for saying that the agreement was a mere device to return 

art of the capital of the company. The whole of the 
purchase-money being paid to the vendor, he entered into 
@ personal guarantee to the shareholders. When the pur- 
chase-money got into his pocket it ceased to be capital of 
the company ; it was his own money. And unless it could be 
shown that the real purchase-money was less than £10,000, 
it could not be properly said that, though it had enabled 
the vendor to make the payment to the shareholders, the 
payment had been made out of the assets of the company. 
There was no pretence for saying that there was anything 
fraudulent, and, therefore, the payment by the vendor to 
the shareholders, the cestuis que trust, passing by the 
company, their trustee, was a good payment which the 
liquidator could not impeach. 





ExEcuror—Ricut oF RETAINER—PAYMENT INTO Court. 
—On the 26th ult. the Court of Appeal (James, Brett, 
cand Cotton, L.JJ.) reversed the decision of Hall, V.C., in 
Richmond v. White (27 W. RB. 599, L. R. 10 Ch. D. 727). 
The question was whether an executor had lost his right of 
retainer for his own debt. The action was to administer the 
-estate of the testator, which was insolvent. The executor 
was the defendant. The assets consisted in part of the 
money payable on a policy of assurance on the testator’s life, 
which was subject to an equitable mortgage. During the 
course of the action an order was made in chambers, on the 
application of the plaintiffs and in the presence of the execu- 
tor, that the insurance company should pay off the equitable 
“mortgagee and should pay the balance of the policy-moneys 
into court to the credit of the action, and this was done. 
The executor claimed to retain a debt due to him by the 
testator out of the money thus paid into court, in priority to 
the costs of the action and the other debts. Hall, V.C., held 
that the payment into court could not be considered as in 
substance a payment to the executor, and that to allow him 
to retain his debt would be an extension of the doctrine. 
The Court of Appeal held that the payment into court was 
in substance a payment to the executor, and that the right 
of retainer had not been lost. 





Practice—Sprctric PerFoRMANCE—DEFAULT OF PuR- 
“CHASER—RESCINDING AGREEMENT—DaMAGEs.—In a, case of 
Henley v. Schrider, before the Master of the Rolls on the 
25th ult., a motion was made to rescind an agreement for 
sale, and to stay all further proceedings, except as to any 
application to assess the damages that might have been 
incurred by reason of the defendant’s breach of the said 
agreement. The action was instituted by a vendor of free- 
hold property for the specific performance cf the agreement 
for sale, and judgment was given in favour of the 
 apmane in default of defence. The chief clerk had made 
‘his certificate, and the conveyance settled by the judge had 
‘been tendered to the defendant, There was evidence that 
“the defendant was not able to pay the purchase-money and 
‘Costs, and in order to clear the title for a purchaser, the 
above motion was made. His lordship was asked to make 
4 similar order to that in Sweet v. Meredith (4 Giff. 207) and 
Watson v. Cow (L. R. 15 Eq. 219), and set out in Seton, 
4th ed. 1329. The Master of the Rolls said that a person 
could not rescind a contract, and, at the same time, ask for 
‘damages for its breach. Such orders had, no doubt, been 
made in the cases referred to, but they were wrong. He 


should only rescind the contract and give the plaintiff the 


€osts of the action. 





LeAse—Lessrx Not To BE EntTITLED To EASEMENTS OVER 

- OINING LAND—MEANING or “ ADJOINING.”-—In @ case 
of Richards vy, Landen, before the Master of Rolls, also on 
© 25th ult., a question arose as to the meaning of a proviso 





in a lease that the lessee was not to be entitled to claim any 
right to light or air, or any other easement over any 
“adjoining” property of the lessors. The lessors were 
owners of property on both sides of a street, and had granted 
a lease of a honse on one side of the street to the plaintiffs. 
The lessors subsequently granted a lease of a house on the 
opposite side of the street to the defendant, who pulled it 
down and commenced building with the intention of carrying 
the house higher than before, and, in effect, of interfering with 
the ancient rights of the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs had 
obtained an injunction which the defendant now moved to 
dissolve. The Master of the Rolls was of opinion that the 
object of the proviso in the lease was to prevent this very 
question being raised, and so as to enable the lessees to 
build or deal as they liked with their other property in the 
neighbourhood. It had been contended that adjoining 
meant touching, and that it would not apply to a house on 
the other side of the street. He could not interpret the word 
in any such way. According to its ordinary signification, 
as shown by the dictionaries, “ adjoining’ was not by any 
means limited to touching, and therefore he should dissolve 
the injunction, and the defendant would have the costs of 
the motion. 





PracticE—CompPaNy IN LiqumpATiON—ComMon ORrER 
To Tax Soxicitor’s Brat—Orrer To Pay sy LiquipaToR 
—Sperciat Orper.—Jn a case of Re Brabant, also before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 25th ult., a motion was made by 
the official liquidator of a company to discharge an order to 
tax the bill of the former solicitor to the company on the 
ground that it had been obtained by a slip. The order had 
been obtained some time previously, and the taxation had 
proceeded. The order obtained was in the usual form and 
had contained an offer by the liquidator personally to pay 
what was due to the solicitor. Having regard to other pro- 
ceedings pending in the liquidation against the solicitor, it 
was desired to have the order.set aside. The Master of the 
Rolls, after consultation with his principal secretary, said 
that it was not the practice in the case of a company in 
liquidation to grant the common order to tax, making the 
liquidator offer to pay what should be [found due. In all 
cases where there was a liquidation, a special order was 
granted with no offer. The solicitor usually had liberty to 
add the costs of taxation to his bill, with liberty to prove in 
the winding up for the amount. Under the circumstances, as 
the order had been acted upon, and there appeared to be 
only a small sum due to the solicitor, it was unnecessary to 
discharge the order, but he would make the order for pay- 
ment resulting from the taxing master’s certificate, but that 
would be without prejudice to the other applications pending 
in reference to the solicitor. 





Company—SecurRED CREDITOR—PETITION IN PALATINE 
Court—Computsory OrDER—SUPERVISION OrDER—ComM- 
PANIES AcT, 1862, s. 96.—In the case of The Western Dis- 
trict Bank, before the Master of the Rolls, on the 28th ult., 
@ question arose whether a creditor for £19,000 who held 
security, but who stated in his petition that his security 
was insufficient, was entitled to have a compulsory order 
made where unsecured creditors for £10,000 opposed the 
application, and asked that the voluutary winding up which 
had been agreed upon by one meeting, though not con- 
firmed by a second, might be continued under supervision, 
or that the petition might stand over to await the result of 
a petition presented in the Palatine Court by shareholders 
for a compulsory order. There was no evidence distinctly 
showing what the value of the petitioner's securities was, 
though the respondents’ affidavits, which were not answered, 
stated that in their belief they were sufficient. Counsel 
for the company and for the main body of shareholders and 
for the other petitioner also opposed the petition, and asked 
for the same order as the unsecared creditors. In the 
Palatine Court two local liquidators had been provisionally 
appointed shortly before a provisional London liquidator 
had been appointed by the Master of the Rolls. The 
Master of the Rolls said that as against the company, which 
on the evidence was commercially insolvent, the petitioner 
was entitled ex debito justitie to a compulsory order. 
against the other creditors who asked for the supervision 
order, he considered the petitioner, the realization of whose 
securities must depend very much on the state of trade, also 
entitled to the order asked for. The creditors who desired 
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the supervision order, in his opinion, did not know the 
difference between that and a compulsory order, and, in his 
experience, in an important liquidation the probability was 
that a winding up by the court was cheaper and more satis- 
factory. Under section 96 of the Companies Act, 1862, the 
court could direct the official liquidator what things to do out 
of court and so save mach expense, whereas in the case of a 
supervision order the parties could come to the court when- 
ever they liked, and thus he had not really so much control 
over the costs as in the case of a compulsory winding up. 
Calls would evidently have to be made, and, therefore, it 
would be a creditor’s liquidation, and that being so, the 
petitioner was entitled to have his own liquidator ap- 
pointed instead of two local gentlemen who, as a rule, were 
too tender with the local shareholders in the matter of 
making calls consistently with the interests of the creditors 
who ought to get paid in full as soon as possible. He did 
not think the mere existence of the local court which had, 
no doubt, jurisdiction in the matter, was sufficient to induce 
him not to make the order. He also overruled another objec- 
tion that the making of claims in a London liquidation 
would be more expensive, as, he said, the penny post was 
equally available, whether in a London or local liquidation. 
Under all the circumstances he should make the usual com- 
pulsory order, and he would, subsequently, give effect to 
any opinion the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine 
might express as to the costs of the other petitioners. 


CoryricHT—INFRINGEMENT—DELIVERY UP OF PIRATED 
Corres—Copyricut Act (5 & 6 Vicr. c. 45), ss. 23, 24. 
—In a case of Hole v. Bradbury, before Fry, J., on the 28th 
ult., which was an action to restrain an infringement of 
copyright, the question arose whether the plaintiffs were 
entitled to an order for the delivery up of unauthorized 
copies of their book, they not having registered themselves 
as the proprietors of the book until after the unauthorized 
copies had been published. Section 23 of the Copyright 
Act of 1842 provides that all unauthorized copies of any book 
wherein there shall be copyright, and of which entry shall 
have been made in the registry book, shall be deemed to be 
the property of the proprietor of the copyright, and who shall 
be registered as such, and such registered proprietor shall, 
after demand in writing, be entitled to sue for and recover 
the same. Fry, J., held that the plaintiffs were not entitled 
under this section to an order for the delivery up of pirated 
copies published before the date when they had registered 
themselves as the proprietors of the copyright. But he 
held that there was a jurisdiction independently of the Act 
to order the pirated copies to be destroyed. 


CompanY—WINDING Up— Directorn— MISFEASANCE— 
FULLY PAID-Up SHARES GIVEN BY ProMOTER—ESTIMATE OF 
Vatur—Companizs Act, 1862, s. 165.—In a case of In re 
The Diamond Fuel Company, before Fry, J., on the 28th 
ult., the liquidator of the company sought to make one 
the directors liable, under section 165 of the Companies 
Act, 1862, to contribute to the assets of the company the 
full nominal value of a number of shares, which had been 
transferred to him for a nominal consideration by a pro- 
moter of the company, they being shares which were allotted 
to the promoter, as fully paid up, in part payment of the 
purchase-money of property sold by him to the company. 
Of the shares so transferred to the director, some remained 
standing in his name at the commencement of the winding 
up; others had been transferred by him for value, and the 
remainder had been transferred fora merely nominal con- 
sideration. It was urged that the director conld not be 
compelled to pay anything in respect of the shares which 
he had transferred for a nominal consideration, inasmuch 
as be bad made no profit by them. Fry, J., however, 
held that those shares must be treated just as the others, 
and paid for at their par value, becanse it appeared that 
when they were transferred to the director the public were 
subscribing for shares at par, and there was nothing to 
show that they would not have taken the shares in question 

t par if they had not been given to the director. 





from the 
emorialist ” 


A Bristol journal cites the following ent 
** Annals of Bristol’’ as given in the “ Bristol 
under 1687 :—‘‘ This year, the number of attorneys of the 
ourte in the city of Bristol was, by the new council, ad- 
a from six to ten; whereas formerly there were but 
our. 





—————,. 


Obituarp. 


MR. JOHN SHARP. 


Mr. John Sharp, solicitor, mae i and proctor, of Lame- 
caster, died at his residence, The Hermitage, Caton, on the 

19th ult., after a long illness. Mr. Sharp was the eldest son, 
of Mr. Richard Sharp, of Linden Hall, Lancashire, and was 

born in 1805. He was admitted a solicitor in 1832, and for 

several years he was associated with his uncle, the late Mr, 

William Sharp. More recently he was in partnership with 
his son Mr. William Thomas Sharp, B.A., of Trinity College, . 
Dublin, who was admitted a solicitor in 1865, and ig. 
registrar of the Lancaster County Court. Mr. Sharp was a 
notary public, a commissioner for oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, anda perpetual commissioner for the 
County Palatine, and held a large number of public appoint-. 
ments. He was district probate registrar at Lancaster, 

registrar of the Archdeaconry of Lancaster, vestry clerk, and: 
clerk to the Lancaster and Richmond Turnpike Road Trust, 

and to the visiting justices of the Lancaster County Lunatic 

Asylum. He took a prominent part in all undertakings 

affecting the commercial interests of Lancaster, having been 

solicitor to the Morecambe Bay Harbour and Railway Com. 
pany and chairman of the Lancaster Wagon Company. 
He was one of the founders of the Royal Albert Asylum for 
Idiots and Imbeciles, and acted as honorary solicitor to that 
institution. He had several times served the office of under- 
sheriff of Lancashire, and in 1843 he became a town councillor 
for Queen’s Ward. In 1845-6 he was Mayor of Lancaster, 
and worked hard for many years in improving the sanitary 
condition of the town. His funeral, which took place at 
Halton Church on the 24th ult., was attended by a large 
number of friends and neighbours. The deceased leaves a 
widow, five sons, and one daughter. 


ae 


LORD JERVISWOODE. 


The Hon. Charles Baillie, who was for several years a. 
judge of the Court of Session in Scotland with the title of 
Lord Jerviswoode, died at Dryburgh, near Melrose, on the 
28rd ult. The deceased judge was the second son of the 
late Mr. George Baillie, of Jerviswoode, He was born in 
1805, and was raised to the rank of an earl’s son by royal 
warrant in 1859, on his elder brother succeeding to the 
peerage as tenth Earl of Haddington. He was admitted a 
member of the Faculty of Advocates in 1830. He was an 
advocate-depute from 1844 till 1846, and again from 
February to December, 1852. He was appointed Sheriff of 
Stirlingshire in 1853, and filled the office of Solicitor- 
General for Scotland in the Earl of Derby’s second Adminis- 
tration. He was for a few months M.P. for Linlithgowshire 
in the Conservative interest, and in April, 1859, was 
appointed a judge of the Court of Session in Scotland, as- 
suming the honorary title of Lord Jerviswoode. Three 
years later he became a Lord of Justiciary, but in 1874 he 
was compelled by the state of his health to retire from the 
bench. Lord Jerviswoode was assessor of the University of 
St. Andrews. 

The Scotsman says of the late judge :—Mr. Baillie had 
fair, quiet practice as a counsel, and was generally em- 
ployed from mixed considerations, among which pugnacity 
and vindictiveness held no place. His faculties were more 
valuable for deliberation than for debate, and we doubt not 
that he stifled in the bud many more litigations than he 
ever fought to the end. Asa judge in the Inner House, 
Lord Jerviswoode was more silent than is common with 
those who occupy so conspicnous @ position; and his 
powers as @ lawyer will therefore be hard to estimate by 
those whoseek todiscover them in thereportsof decided cases. 
His notes as Lord Ordinary form a much better criterion ; 
but they, too, are quite inadequate. The truth is, he was 
somewhat deficient in the arts of expression. He generally 
got toa right result, chiefly through real intense desire to 
hit what was right; but his explanations of the process 
were generally meagre and obscure. Every one trusted 
that nothing could warp his conscience. He snubbed no 
one ; hie listened to harangues the most interminable with- 
out interruption, taking notes much too industriously ;. 
and he deluded no one with falee hopes. Hence he excited 
no indignation or bitter feeling, and was respected by all 
for that most essential of all judicial qualities, a sincere: 
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wabiaenel desire, as intense but much steadier than passion: 
to do justice and nothing but justice. 


— ee 


MR. E. F. BURTON. 


Mr. Edward Frederick Burton, solicitor, of the firm of 
Burton, Yeates, & Hart, of 37, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, died at 
Eastbourne on the 11th ult. Mr. Burton was the son of the 
late Mr. James Burton, solicitor, of Great James-street. He 
was born in 1818, was articled to the late Mr. Thomas 
Kennedy, and was admitted a solicitor in 1843, in which 

ear he joined the late Mr. Whitehouse; and in 1845, after 
Mr. Whitehouse had gone to the bar, he joined Mr. H. C, 
Chilton, with whom, and with his brother-in-law, the late 
Mr. W. H. Johnson, he remained in partnership until 1855. 
From the retirement of Mr. Johnson in that year until 1860 
he carried on business with Mr. Chilton alone. In 1861 
he was joined by the surviving members of the firm, Mr. 
Yeates and Mr. Hart, and in 1868, on the retirement of Mr. 
Chilton, he became the head of the firm. Mr. Burton’s 
firm have a large and important practice, having for many 

ears held the appointment of solicitors to the Honourable 
ociety of the Inner Temple. Mr. Burton was a perpetual 
commissioner for Middlesex, London, and Westminster, a 
commissioner to examine witnesses in England for the 
Supreme Court of Judicature at Calcutta and the High 
Court of Judicature at Madras, and a commissioner for 
taking acknowledgments in England in respect of property 
in Bombay and Madras, and he was for many years a 
director of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association 
and of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. In 1865 Mr. 
Burton was elected a member of the council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, and continued to his death a most 
active member of that body. He was vice-president of the 
society in the year 1876-77, and in the following year was 
elected to the office of president, and discharged the duties 
of that office with great ability, presiding with much success 
over the provincial meeting held at Bristol in October, 1877. 
During the same year he was appointed by the Lord Chan- 
cellor a member of the Judicature Acts (Legal Offices) 
Committee, and took an active part in its work, 





Suciceties. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At a meeting at Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, on Wednes- 
day, the 16th ult., Sir Patrick Colquhoun, Q.C., read a 
paper on “The Authorship of the Plays attributed to 
Shakspere.” A discussion ensued, opened by Mr. E. H. 
Pickersgill, in which Messrs. Kains-Jackson, Collyer, Dr. 
Tyler, and others took part. A vote of thanks to Sir 
Patrick Colquhoun was unanimously carried. 

On Monday, the 21st ult., at the Law Institution, Mr. 
W. C. Owen opened the following moot:—“ A., being in 
debt to both B. and C., conveys all his property to B., who 
undertakes to satisfy the debt owing from A.to©, A. 
shortly afterwards dies. Has C. any means of enforcing 
heap from B?” Tweddle v. Atkinson (1B. & 8, 393); 

ollock on Contracts, 2nd ed. p. 196, &c. It was decided by 
& majority of four that at common law there was no remedy ; 
but that the relationship of trustee and cestui gue trust 
being established, equity would have granted relief. 

On Wednesday, the 23rd ult., at Clement’s-inn Hall, Mr. 
8. Ward moved “ That the Contagious Diseases Acts should 
be repealed.” An animated discussion ensued, Mr. Ward 
being supported by Messrs. Ashton Cross, Spence, Payne, 
Banks (secretary to the National Association), and the 
Rev. Mr. Bullen; and being opposed by Messrs. Skipper, 
Randle Levy, and Pitt Cobbett. Mr. Owen also spoke, 
The motion wag carried by a majority of one. 

At the meeting on V ednesday last, at Clement’s-inn 
Hall, Mr. E. H. Pickersgill in the chair, Mr, W. Slater 
Opened the subject for discussion; “That the degrees of 
kinship within which marriage should be prohibited 
should be based upon physical and not upon religious 
grounds,” and was supported by Messrs. Bartram and 
Owen. Mr, Kains-Jackson opposed. Mr. Phillimore also 
apoke. The motion was lost by a majority of two. 





LAW STUDZNTS’ SOCIETY. 


At the meeting held on Twsday evening last, Mr. Charles 
Robinson in the chair, a debat took place upon the follow- 
ing moot point: —“A testator devises his property as follows: 
—‘To be at the disposal of mywife in any way she may 
think best for the benefit of her family." Does the widow 
take absolutely, so as to be able » give the whole of the 
property away from the family?” Curnick v. Tucker (Li. R. 
\7_ Eq. 320), Lambe v. Eames (iu. R. 6 Ch. App. 
597), Mackett v. Mackett (L. R. 14 Eq. 49), Le Marchant v. 
Le Marchant (18 Eq. 415), In re Hutchinson and Tenant (26 
W. R. 904, L. R. 8 Ch. D. 540). The speakers on the 
affirmative were, Messrs. Lane, Rogers, and ooper ; on the 
negative, Messrs O'Connor, Davis, Taylor, and Barrows. 
The question being put, the votes were found to be equal. 
The chairman gave his casting vote in the affirmative. This 
was the last meeting of the session. 








Appoitnuturents, Ete. 


Mr. RanpoLPH CHAMBERLAIN, solicitor, of Longton, Staf- 
fordshire, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Georce Herpert Dickson, solicitor, of Preston and 
Southport, has been appointed Registrar of the Garstang 
County Court (Circuit No. 4), in succession to the late 
Mr. Robert Green Watson. Mr. Dickson was admitied a 
solicitor in 1873. 

Mr. Jouy Forsnaw, solicitor, of Preston, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the Magistrates at Garstang, in succes- 
sion to the late Mr. Robert Green Watson. Mr. Forshaw 
was admitted a solicitor in 1860, and is in partnership with 
Mr. John Parker. He recent!y succeeded Mr. Watson as 
one of the aldermen of the borough of Preston. 


Mr. Joun Buswett HENsMay, solicitor, of Northampton, 
has been elected Clerk to the Magistrates for that Boreugh. 
Mr. Hensman was admitted a solicitor in 1856, and is in 
partnership with his father, Mr. John Hensman. He is 
also clerk to the Northampton School Board. 

Mr. Jarnern Ticks, solicitor (of the firm of Tippetts, 
Son, & Tickle), of 4, Great St. Thomas Apostle, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 





Companies. 


DECISIONS TO BE NOTED. 


Sanction oF CourT PRIOR TO ExtraoORDINARY REsoLU- 
TION oF Company—Jorint Srock CompaNnizs ARRANGEMENT 
Act, 1870, s. 2.—Where in the course of the winding up of 
& company an arrangement between the company and its 
creditors is come to, which requires the sanction of an 
extraordinary resolution of the company and the sanction 
of the court, it is immaterial whether the sanction of the 
court is obtained prior to or after the resolution of the com. 
pany. A resolution was passed at a meeting of debenture 
holders summoned under an order of the court, approving 
of an arrangemeot for leasing the whole undertaking of a 
company toa lessee, who undertook to bring in fresh capi- 
tal and work the company’s mines. Held, that the arrange- 
ment was within the scope of section 2 of the Joint Stoek 
Companies Arrangement Act, 1870, and wasone to which 
the sanction of the court could be given.—In re The 
Dynevor, Duffryn, and Neath Abbey Collieries Company, 
Limited, C.A., 27 W. R. 670 (Backley, 311). 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
Joint Stock CoMmPpaNiss, 
Linrrep tn CHancery, 
Atsxarpra Horst Company, Braprorp, Luxrrep.—Petition for 
winding up, presented July 23, directed to be heard before M.R, oa 
Avg 2. Paterson and Co, Chancery lane, agents for Gardiner aad 





Jeffery, Bradford, solicitors for the petitioners 
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ComMeRciaL MiLts, OsWALDTWISTLE, 2IMITED.—The M.R. has fixed 
oat 5 at 11, at his chambers, for the appvintment of an official 
liqu dator 

Qoaee Western Iron Company, Lv!T#p.—V.C. Hall has fixed Aug 5 
at 12, at his chembers. for the apintment of an official liquidator 

Srag Accrpent Inscrance CompstY, Limirep.—Petition tor winding 
up, presented July 23, direct to de heard before M.R. on Aug 2. 
Field and Co, Lincoln’s inn fieds. agents for Munton and Stockton, 
Banbury, solicitors for the peitioner [ Gazette, July 25.) 

Dawson & Co.’s Pure Darry Foop Company, Limrrep.—By an order 
made by V.C, Hall, dated uly 18, it was ordered that the company 
be wound up. Harcourt«nd Macarthur, Moorga e st, solicitors for 
the petitioners 

Extcraic Licuting CowANY, Limirep.—By an order made by V.C. 
Bacon, dated July 19,.% was ordered that the voluntary winding up 
of the company be ecntinued, Harvey, Old Jewry, solicitor for the 
petitioner 

GENERAL InvEstTmMEyT Company, LimiTep.—By an order maie by VC. 
Bacon, dated July 22, it was ordered that the company be wound up. 
Blagden, Fenchureh avenue, Lime st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Morvat Dress Surpty Association, Liwitep.—The M.R, has ap- 
pointed George frederick Painter, Moorgate st buildings, provision- 
ally official l1q .idator. [ Gazette, July 29.] 


County PaLaTiInE oF LANCASTER. 
UntrmireD In CHANCERY. 

Newson Tavern Permanent £10 Money Civs anv Loan Soctety.— 
Petition fr winding up, prasentei July 21, directed to be heard 
before V.C. Little, on Aug 5 at 10, at St George’« Hall, Liverpool. 
Jackson, Ashton-under-Lyne, solicitor for the petitione-s 

Gazette, July 25.) 

Cavrcu Paper Company, Limtrep.—By an order made by the V.C., 
dated July 19, it was ordered that the company be wound up, Hulme 
and Co., Manchester, solicitors for the pelitioners 

[ Gazette, July 29] 


SrannaRIes OF CORNWALL. 
Limirep In CHANCERY. 

Sarst Avstett Curna Cray Oompany, Liitep.—Petition for winding 
up, pres-nted July 21, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, 
at the Law Institution, Chancery lane, on Aug2atl!. Affidavits 
intended to be used at the hearing in opposition to the petition must 
be filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before July 30, and 
notice thereof must at the same time be given to the p+ titioner, his 
solicitor, or his agent. Paul, Truro, agent for Hewlett, Essex st, 
Strand, solicitor for the petitioner [Gazette, July 25.) 
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REPORT OF THE COMPTROLLER IN 
BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. MawsFIe.p Parxkyss, the Comptroller in Bankruptcy, 
in his annual report, recently issued, says :—It seems that in 
each succeeding year under the present Act, as the ease 
with which resolutions of majorities of creditors can be 
obtained by means of proxies has become better understood, 
a largely increasing number of insolvents of this class has 
crept into liquidation. There has been no important 
change in the law affecting bankruptcy on a creditor’s 
petition, nor any remarkable change in the annual number 
of such bankruptcies. Inthe first and second yearsof the Act 
of 1869, a rather large number of debtors, who could not 
themselves petition for bankruptcy, and who at that date 
were not bold enough to meet their creditors and propose 
to liquidate, filed voluntary declarations of insolvency, and 
found means to persuade creditors to petition against them. 
Otherwise, the annual number of these bankruptcies has 
continued since the commencement of the Act of 1861. 
rising in worse years and falling again in better years, with 
a general increase from 781 in the year 1862, to 1,084 in the 
year 1878, or not quite 40 per cent. in sixteen years, which 
might fairly be attributed to increase of population, state 
of trade, and other reasonable causes. nder the Act of 
1869, as under the former Act, the whole increase in the 
annual number of cases has been in arrangements and com- 
positions, by which debtors seek to get rid of their debts 
without even the discomforts of bankruptcy ; but while 
under the Act of 1861 the whole of what may be called the 
unreasonable increase was in compositions, the greatest and 
most unreasonable increase under the Act of 1869 has been 
in arrangements, which grew in number so rapidly through 
three years of extraordinary commercial prosperity, that 
in the year 1873 there were twice as many as in the year 
1570, while the annual number of compositions was not 
doubled till the year 1876. There are no returns from 
which the character of this increase in number of arrange- 
ments, or the cause of the difference under the two Acts, 
can be distinctly shown, but they may be inferred from 
the statistics of a and bankruptcies. In every 
year of the Act of 1861 in which the numbers were 
reported, there were many more compositions of the best 
class than in any year under the present Act ; as astriking 


example, in the year 1868 there were 360 compositions ex- 








ceeding 15s. in the pound, and only sixty-one in the year 
1878. Under the present Act, the number of compositions of 
all the better classes, viz., exceeding 7s. 6d. in the pound, 


has decreased, the whole increase having been, as pointed | 


out in each successive annual report, in the worse c 

in which the rate of increase has risen in very remarkable 
proportion to the decrease in rate of composition, till in 
the worse class of all (averaging a few pence in the pound) 
there were ten times as many compositions in the year 
1878 as in the year 1870, and there would have been many 
more if a decision of the court had not checked their too 
rapid increase. 


























Rates of Composition, 1870. | 1878. | Increase. 
Not exceeding ls, in the pound 76 765 689, or 906 per cent, 
Exceeding 1s., and not exceed- 
eS ae See 206 1,146 910, or 456 ,, 
Exceeding 2s. 6d., and not ex- | 
ceeding 5s. ... ... eve eee | 490 | 1,150 | 660, or 134 yy 
Exceeding 5s., and not exceed- | 
TE | Rega R Rea aIES TET ' 453 174, or 62 4, 
Worse Compositions... ...| 1,051 | 3,514 (2,463, or 234 ,, 
ek ee = 
i 8. - in the 
Gh. ieee, Geka PG 565 496 | (decreased). 
Total Compositions ...| 1,616 | 4,010 2,394, or 148 per cent. 
| 





An apparent reason for the generally smaller number of good 
compositions under the present Act is that the majority of 
creditors at a meeting is frequently a by an 
agent who has obtained the requisite number of proxies in 
order to secure for himself the profits to be derived from 
winding up the estate. An estate for which a debtor could 
offer a good composition would be profitable to wind up 
under arrangement, while if the agent were to accept a 
composition he would lose his time, trouble, and out-of- 
pocket expenses, The result of the greatest increase in 
number of compositions being in the worst classes, was 


that in the year 1878, out of 4,010 compounding debtors, — 


1,911, or nearly one-half, paid compositions not exceeding 
2s. 6d., and probably not averaging 1s. 6d. in the pound, 
or about one-fourteenth part of the amount they owed 
their creditors, while only four in every hundred offered to 
y more than half of their debts. The greatest increase 
in liquidations by arrangement appears to have been in 
a class of insolvencies even worse than the worst composi- 
tions. Though nearly half the compounding debtors of the 
year 1878 paid on an average only Is. 6d. in the pound, 
they at least paid so much in addition to costs ; it seems 
that nearly half the liquidating debtors of that year gave 
up nothing more than enough to defray the expenses of 
ing a resolution allowing them them to liquidate. . If 
it could be hoped that so much as 70 per cent. of the 
‘‘ gross value of the estates” as estimated by the debtors 
would be actually realized, the ‘‘gross receipts” in 
the 6,356 liquidations by arrangement (Appendix, 
Table 9) wand average rather less than £600 per 
estate; that is not so much as the ‘ gross receipts” 
actually realized in the 677 bankruptcies closed in 
that year (Appendix, Table 8), which averaged rather 
more than £600 per estate. But the bankruptcies in- 
cluded scarcely any large estates, the assets of the largest 
being about £30,000, while the liquidations included, 
among others, one estate with assets estimated at nearly 
£300,000 ; so the liquidations would include a larger pro- 
portion of small estates than the bankruptcies, Amon 
the bankruptcies were 141 with net assets averaging £ 
each, and 116 with no assets ; together 257, or 38 per cent. 
of the whole, with net assets averaging about £13 each. 
As liquidating debtors must declare some assets, it is 
probable that a much larger proportion than 38 per cent., 
or 2,400 of the liquidations of the year 1878, were very 
small cases, with net assets from £5 or £6 upwards, 
averaging £13 net assets, or £20 estimated assets. 
In the year 1870 there were altogether 2,035 liquidations 
by arrangement, with assets estimated to average £1,100 ; 
the estimated value of the 6,356 liquidations of the year 
1878 would only provide £1,100 each for 4,939 of their 
number, leaving 1,417 with no assets at all, or probably, 


as above, more than twice that number with estimated 


| assets averaging £20, The exact number of these smail 
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cases cannot be ascertained, and is quite immaterial : for 
example, supposing even that there were not more than 
in the year 1878, with 4,356 better cases averaging 
£1,238 estimated assets; then, in the year 1870, there 
would be only 234 such small cases, with 1,801 such better 
cases ; the better cases (including a large number of very 
bad ones, from which the creditors got little or no dividend 
after the trustees’ remuneration, law charges, &c., were 
paid) having increased 140 per cent., partly from the above- 
mentioned preference of agents ; the worst, namely, those 
in which the debtors only paid the cost of carrying and 
istering the resolutions, having increased 755 per cent. 
The annual number of bankruptcies, in which the creditors 
took the initiative and of compositions of the better classes, 
rose in some years and fell in others, and the same must 
necessarily have occurred in the number of liquidations 
by arrangement so far as it was affected by the state of 
trade. The great increase has been in the annual number 
ofinsolvents who, without any reference to the state of 
trade, have found means to get rid of their debts, practically 
‘by payment of certain professional charges. If there had 
been no element of increase beside the state of trade, 
increase of population, &c., there would have been in the 
ear 1878 less than 5,000, instead of more than 10,000, 
quidations by arrangement and compositions. The state 
of trade does not affect the number of insolvencies under 
the Bankruptcy Act somuchasmight, perhaps, beexpected. 
“Bad times,” while tending to increase insolvency, not 
only directly, but by affording an excuse to many who are 
not really affected, tend also to decrease it by checking 
speculation, speculative credit, and trading with insufficient 
capital, which are most fertile causes of insolvency. De- 
pression of trade, caused by over-production, with fall of 
exports and of wholesale prices, would not, for a consider- 
able time at least, have any very marked general effect on 
the number of insolvents under the Act, the great majority 
of whom are from the classes engaged in home distribution, 
chiefly retailers. The state of trade during the last few 
years would be marked, and may be traced, in the returns 
of insolvency from districts almost exclusively devoted to 
branches of trade which have been seriously affected ; for 
instance, the mining districts of South Wales, Cornwall, 
and the four northernmost English counties ; but even in 
these, not by a large number of insolvent owners or miners, 


qj 


but by increased insolvency among tradesmen dependent’ 


on their custom. It is less marked in the manufacturing 
districts of Yorkshire, probably from a greater mixture 
of trades, and still less in Lancashire; while in some of 
the largest commercial centres, as London, Birmingham, 
Manchester, &c., the number of insolvencies seamenn very 
— through the years of highest prosperity to a practi- 
‘cal maximum in the years 1872 or 1873, with no further 
average increase through the worst years till the year 1878. 
Except as above, little can be gained from the most careful 
examination of the statistics of various districts ; the only 
point on which nearly all agree is, that there was 
avery remarkable rise in number of liquidations in each of 
the years 1871 and 1878. The rise in the year 
1871, coincident with the greatest rise in both exports 
and imports, cannot be attributed to the state of trade. 
A considerable share of the increase of liquidation in the 

ear 1878 was probably of quite an unreasonable character ; 
overlooked that in the same year occurred 


Bt it cannot 
the first important decline in imports after several years’ 
tise, or that there was a very serious increase of insolvency 
Among farmers and among traders who would suffer from 
reduced expenditure by landowners and occupiers. Beside 


this increase in number, there is nothing particularly 
striking in the statistics of the year 1878, except an 
increase of liabilities in bankruptcy from not quite three 

ii ons in the year 1877 to more than nine millions, 
Which, however, is accounted for by three large cases con- 
Pact with the City of Glasgow Bank. ‘The total 
1 " ilities declared during the year 1878, amount (Table 
1) to nearly thirty millions against assets estimated at 
* hae but not likely to realize more than six and 
aie millions, of which more than a million is claimed by 
creditors Jn two of the large bankruptcies as security 
thine liabilities. If this claim be established, the 
Ro ilities will be reduced to about twenty-nine millions, 
ally the assets to about five and a half millions; or, 
actual f for professional charges and other deductions, the 
het out by bad debts in cases under the Bankruptcy 
. be about twenty-five millions for the year 





1878; a somewhat heavy tax on coasum2rs, as it does not 
include the losses from Scotch or Irish insolveacy, joiat 
stock companies, deceased insolvents, private arranze- 
ments, or the many thousaads of small insolvencies waich 
are not dealt with under the present bankruptcy law. 
Beside deductions for costs, &c., very heavy losses 
must, no doubt, arise from the funds being left 
in the custody of the trustees, instead of being paid as 
formerly into a general account in the Bank of England. 
The floating balance on account of bankruptcies was 
£434,326 on December 31, 1878, including only a very 
small portion of the assets of the three large bankruptcies 
referred to, and from the much larger number of cases, and 
amount of assets and various other reasons, the balance on 
account of liquidations must be ten times as great; or, to- 
gether, the total balance at present in the custody of trus- 
tees under the Act cannot be much less than five millions. 
The interest of the whole, or practically the whole, of this 
continually increasing fund is lost to the creditors and to 
the public, being the aggregate of many thousands of small 
balances on current accounts. In bankruptcy trustees are 
required to pay all funds above £50 into a bank. ere 
the Bank of England is named the precaution is of little 
value, as there can be no separate trust accounts. In 
other banks there is necessarily a certain amount of 
risk; the assets of some estates have been in banks 
which have recently failed. In one case a large sum 
was in a private bank waiting division among the 
creditors in the bankruptcy; the trustee had fortu- 
nately withdrawn a considerable portion, and lodged 
it in the Bank of England, but more than £12,000 
remained in the local bank at the date of its stoppage. 
The risk from banks failing is, however, very trifling com- 
pared with the risk in liquidations, from professional 
trustees too commonly constituting themselves bankers, 
and employing for their own benefit so much of the funds 
in their custody as will not be required for some time. So 
long as the amount of a trustee’s business continues, it is 
impossible to know how his affairs stand ; he may go on 
from year to year making payments on account of older 
matters from funds received on account of new matters, 
and it may be feared that many would not be able, if 
called upon, to produce the amount of funds for which 
they are accountable. I need hardly again call attention 
to law costs as the heaviest and most unnecessary of the ex- 
penses in bankruptcy under the present system. Notwith- 
Ti appointment of a paid trustee to wind up the 
estate, they are considerably heavier than under the former 
Act, when the solicitor wound up the estate under an unpaid 
creditors’ assignee. It has been alleged that solicitors really 
receive a larger, and trustees a less, share of bankrupt estates 
than appears in the accounts, because many trustees are 
obliged to share their remuneration with the solicitors who 
bring them the business, 

The institution of paid professional trustees would pro- 
bably lead persons who desired to obtain business to pro- 
pitiate solicitors who could assist them by largely 
employing them, by not taxing their costs in liquidation, 
and even by offering to accept trusteeships on agency 
terms, or to pay a commission, all directly or indirectly at 
the expense of the creditors. 





The Pall Mall Gazette says that a milkman was summoned 
before Mr. Ellison at the Lambeth Police Court the other 
day for refusing to serve a properly-authorized inspector 
with twopennyworth of milk. The evidence of the prose- 
cutor was to the effect that the defendant, who was carry- 
ing a milk-can and calling out “Milk ho!” refused to 
serve him on request. The defendant based his refusal on 
the ground that he had no milk to spare. The prosecutor 
then told him that he was an inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, and that the milk was required for the purpose 
of analysis. This intimation, however, had not the desired 
effect upon the defendant, and a summons was accordingly 
takén out under the 17th section of the Food and Drags 
Act. At the hearing of the case it was contended that the 
defendant could not be convicted, since the milk was not 
‘exposed for sale in a shop, premises, or stores.” Mr, 
Ellison came to the conclusion that the contention was valid, 
and dismissed the summons. He was, however, sorry to 
adopt this interpretation of the statute, and granted a case 
for a superior court. 
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Solicitors’ Cages. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
(Before Lord Coteriper, C.J., and Denman, J.) 
Jaly 21.—Jn re a Solicitor. 
Herschell, Q.C., showed cause against a rale calling on a 


solicitor to answer certain charges of misconduct. It ap- 

ed that while certain proceedings were pending in the 
High Court the client for whom this solicitor acted pro- 
duced, and the solicitor read, an opinion by a pleader, ad- 
vising the defeadant on his case, which the client in ques- 
tion had got by a bribe from a clerk of the defendant’s 
solicitor. 

‘Herschell (Horne Payne with him), urged that when the 
solicitor read it he did not know what it was; that it con- 
tained no new information, and that as soon as he could he 
got rid of the client. 

Sir Henry James, Q.C. (Hollams with him), on behalf of 
the Incorporated Law Society, desired not to press harshly 
on the individual, nor to do more than to assert the honour 
of the profession. Whether the purloined opinion dis- 
closed snything of advantage to the party for whom the 
solicitor acted or not was immaterial; the fact that he 
read the document, and did not inform the solicitor from 
whom it had been stolen of the fact that it had been ob- 
tained, was a breach of duty as between professional men. 

Lord CoLterincE, C.J.—We have hesitated some time as 
to what was our duty in this case, not in the least from a 
feeling of any harshness towards the individual, bat of 
what it is the duty of the court to do in relation to the 
eharacter of the profession of which we are the guardians; 
and, as I have often said before, so I say now, it may seem 
sometimes that this duty is exercised severely, but it must 
be remembered that it is only by the exercise of this duty 
by the court that the less honourable members of a pro- 
fession which must necessarily conduct its proceedings very 
much in secret—and which gains its power of so conduct- 
ing them from the court itself—-can be kept in order. 

Now, the conduct of the solicitor in this case is admitted 
by his very able advocate, and, indeed, by himself, I am 
glad to find, to be matter for great regret, and it is impossible 
to say it is not matter for very great regret, or ought to be 
matter for very great regret in the mind of any honourable 
person who has so conducted himself. I must say, for my 
own part, that I very much agree with what Sir Henry 
James has said, and I think ty put his finger upon the 
true point of misconduct in the solicitor in saying that, at 
least, he should have given warning to his honourable 
opponent that he had a traitor in his camp. I feel, on the 
other hand, very much the considerations Mr. Herschell has 
placed before ns, and I do admit that a solicitor who has a 
client misconducting himself is placed in great difficulty, 
because he has conflicting duties to perform. He has the 
duty of honour towards his opponent, and he has the duty, 
no doubt, of professional confidence towards his client ; and 
it is not always easy, I agree, exactly to draw the proper 
line between these conflicting duties. 

But I think here it was clear that the solicitor should 
have let his opponent know, at least, that there was some 
one giving improper information. Whether he might not 
have sent back the opinion, and said, “I have seen this 
opinion unintentionally ; I think you ought to know that, 
somehow or other, this has been obtained from your office; 
take care what you are about,” I think it is a very great 
question too. 

But we have hesitated a good deal as to what should be 
our duty in this matter—whether it might be our duty 
by some short suspension to show our sense of the deflection 
of the solicitor from the strict path of honour and duty in 
such a matter as this; but the matter has been left to us by 
Sir Henry James ; it has not been pressed bostilely against 
the solicitor; it has been treated as I should have expected 
it would be by the [n rated Law Society as a matter 
in which they have not themselves a personal interest, but 
only desire to maintain the character of that branch of the 
profession which they so well represent; and upon the 
waole—though rot without some doubt—we come to the con- 
clusion that the justice of the case will be sufficiently mot 
by discharging the rule upon payment by the solicitor of all 












the costs incurred by the law society, or those who brought 
forward the matter; those costs to be taxed as betweeg 
Solicitor and client. 














County Courts. 


LEEDS. 
(Before Mr. Serjeant Tinpat ArKinson, Judge.) 
July 7.—Hamsworth and another v. Wade, 


Trespass on land—Ancient well—Public Health Act, 1876, 5 
64—Leeds Improvement Act, 1866. 


* 








His Honour, in giving judgment in this case, said: 
This is an action of trespass brought by the plaintiffs tom 
cover from the defendant the sum of £10 for damage done 
by the defendant by breaking down a wall belonging to the 
plaintiffs and casting a number of stones and other rubbish 
upon their land and into their reservoirs, and blocking wp 
and rendering useless a water-course. To this action 
the defendant has set up a counter-claim, demanding th 
sum of £50 as damages for the plaintiffs’ obstructing his 
right to obtain water from a public well, and, furthe, 
asking for an injunction restraining the plaintiffs from 
continuing to obstruct the defendant’s right of acces 
to, and drawing water from, the said well. Th 
facts proved at the trial were that the land occupis 
by the plaintiffs is separated by a road or lane, which iss 
public thoroughfare or highway. Up to 1876 an anciea 
well supplied from a spring existed on the plaintiff’s side of 
the road, from which well the inhabitants of the district had 
the right to draw water. The overflow and surface waterd 
the well extended over a portion of the road, and for a short 
distance into the plaintiffs’ land. The surface water froa 
the well was separated from that part of the road used fir 
traffic by a wall, there being open spaces at each end fer 
access to the well, the surface water forming a sort of semi. 
circle, the curved part of which was on the plaintiffs’ land 
The defendant had, some time before the trespass complainel 
of, dug a trench in his land fifteen feet deep, and the effectd 
this was to take away the water which formerly used b 
supply the well, and except at flood times, arising fro 
heavy rains, there was no water for public use. Wh# 
water there was had become polluted, and the place ited 
became dangerous. The plaintiffs, on this state of thing 
communicated with the Corporation of Leeds, who are te 
local authority for sanitary purposes, and, acting unde 
their orders and the superintendence of the borough surveys, 
took down theold wall in the road, arched over the we 
with brickwork, placing pipes beneath to carry off ayy 
water that might accumulate, levelled the road, and builts 
wall in continuation of that which had aiways divided thet 
land from the highway. In January, 1878, the plaintiis 














































found that from two to three yards of the new 
wall had been pulled down. This was _ restored 
in March of this year, and shortly after t& 
defendaut was seen to level with a crow-bt 





and a pick not only the new wall, but also two or thre 
yards of the old wall, of which the new part was theo 

tinuation. The fall of the land being on the plaintiffs’ side 
some of the stones, by the force of gravitation, rolled ial 
the plaintiffs’ reservoir, and the pipes which had been 
for carrying off from the well any surplus water were filled w 
by the defendant with clay and stones. This is the trespa# 
complained of, and in substance admitted by the defendast; 
but he contends through his counsel that the wall in questi 
was illegally placed on land which belonged to the publit; 
that whether the plaintiffs put up the wall by order of the oa 
poration of Leeds, or on their own account, it constitated s 
breach of the defendant's right of free accessto a well which 
public had used from time immemorial; and that in 

the plaintiffs have no exclusive right to the land, and 
fore cannot support an action of trespass. With regard# 
that part of the defendant’s justification of the trespass it 
which he claims the right to abate by his own hands 
nuisance which interferes with his enjoyment, as one of th 
public, of the water of this particular well, it rests upoo # 
old authority cited in Rolle’s Abridgment (Nuisan' 
“That is, if a man stops my road to my common 
incloses the common, I can justify the levelling of the inele 
of the common and the road;” but in later times 
doctrine has been much qualified, and the rule now ist 
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where a person attempts to justify an interference with the 
y of another, in order to abate a nuisance, he may 
justify himself against a wrong-doer only so far as his inter- 
ference is positively necessary, and in abating a nuisance, if 
there be two ways of doing it, he must choose the least mis- 
chievous of the two: Roberts v. Rose (L. R. 1 Ex. 89) ; 
and it is further held that a private individual cannot of his 
own authority abate an obstruction on a public highway 
unless it does him a special injury: Simes v. Petley (L. R. 15 
Q. B. 288). It was said by Mr. Justice Brett, in giving 
judgment in the case of the Earl of Lonsdale v, Nelson (2 B. 
& C. 311)—“ The security of life and property may some- 
times require so speedy a remedy as not to allow time to call 
on the person on whose property the mischief has arisen to 
remedy it. In such cases an individual would be justified in 
abating a nuisance without notice. In all other cases of 
such nuisances persons should not take the law into their 
own hands, but follow the advice of Lord Hale, and appeal 
to a court of justice. In the present case the facts 
show no pressing mischief to the defendant arising from the 
closing of the well or the building of the wall. The defendant 
had dug.a trench, which he had the right to do, in his own 
land, 15ft. deep, the effect of which was to deprive the public 
well of its water, leaving only the flood waters, which in a 
short time became polluted, while the well itself was in 
fact becoming a dangerous nuisance. It is difficult, therefore, 
to see what special injury was done to the defendant, or 
where was the immediate danger which alone would justify 
the defendant in removing the plaintiffs’ wall. In my view, 
therefore, the justification fails upon two grounds—First, 
that if the plaintiffs had created a nuisance by closing 
the well and building the wall, and by that means pre- 
venting the defendant from having free access as one of 
the public to the well, still the nuisance was not of that 
character which would justify its removal by a strong 
hand, but that the preper and legal course 
was by an application to a court of law; and, 
secondly, that even if the defendant were justified 
in the course he adopted he committed a trespass by 
doing more damage than was necessary; and in abating a 
private nuisance, a party is bound to use reasonable care 
that no more damage be done than is necessary for 
effecting his purpose: Comyn’s Digest—Action on the 
case for nuisance, D. 4; Perry v. Filzgibbon (8 Q. B. Rep. 
775) ; Davis v. Williams (16 Q. B. 556.) The unnecssary 
damage in the present case done by the defendant consists 
in his demolishing a portion of the plaintiffs’ old wall, 
breaking water pipes and filling the ends with clay, and 
— the rubble and stones of the wall that was pulled 
own to roll into the plaintiffs’ reservoir. The defendant's 
counter-claim now only remains to be disposed of. It is 
framed to recover damages assessed at £50 for the obstruc- 
tion by the plaintiffs of the defendant’s right to obtain 
water from the well in question. For the purpose of this 
es the tact of the obstruction may be assumed to be 
proved, and, in fact, the well itself, as far as its public use 
is concerned, has beenextinguished. But the facts of the case 
show that this has not been the act of the plaintiffs. By the 
64th section of the Public Health Act, 1875, “ All existing 
pumps, wells, and reservoirs used for the gratuitous supply 
of water to the inhabitants of the district of a local au- 
thority [and for the purposes of this section the Leeds 
Corporation is such local authority, vest, and are placed 
under the control of such authority], who may substitute 
and construct other such works equally convenient for sup- 
plying the inhabitants of the district gratuitously with pure 
and wholesome water ; and by the Leeds Improvement Act, 
1866, 8, 29, any land taken by the corporation and laid into 
any street shall for ever thereafter form part of such street ; 
the corporation are, by the 32nd section, made survey- 

ors of highwaye, with all the statutory powers of such 
surveyors. Acting under these provisions, the corporation, 
Upon the application of the plaintiffs, directed the well 
to be arched over, the land it formerly occupied to be 
thrown into the road, the road to be levelled, and 





® wall to be built so as to form a continuous line 
Separating the plaintiffs’ land from the highway. The 
defendant was cognizant that the corporation were 
havi 3 oe a a under the superintendence and 

of the borongh surveyor, and during its progress 
Miemueavoured to stipulate Yor a right of ea into the 
po tiffs’ land, in order to have such water as might flow 
to it from the covered well. This being refused, the de- 








fendant threatened to break down the wall, a threat which 
he shortly after carried into effect. But at this time he 
must have known that the corporation were the acting par- 
ties in the removal of the well, that if they were proceeding 
under the 64th section of the Public Health Act his remedy 
was not by breaking down the plaintiffs’ wall, but by seeking 
to compel the corporation by legal process to substitute 
other works for the gratuitous supply of water in the place 
of that which they, and not the plaintiffs, had taken away. 
With regard to the objection that the plaintiffs cannot sup- 
port the present action because they have not exclusive pos- 
session of the land, that objection is answered by the fact 
that the land in which the well was situated was by force of 
the Public Health Act vested in the corporation, and the 
trespass complained of was committed, not upon the land 
which had so vested in the corporation, but upon that of the 
plaintiffs. Holding this view, I direct that a verdict be 
entered for the plaintiffs—damages £10, and upon the 
counter-claim a verdict also in their favour. 

West, instructed by Mr, Addyman, appeared for the 
plaintiffs ; and 

Lawrence Gane, instructed by Messrs, North & Sons, for 
the defendant. 








COUNTY COURT STATISTICS FOR i878. 


Tue annual return of the number of county court plaints 
entered throughout England and Wales during the year 
1878 has just been printed. There is a steady increase in 
the entries as compared with the preceding year, the total 
number (including those entered in the City of London Court) 
having risen from 1,044,458 to 1,051,912, of which 1,035,218 
were for amounts under £20, 16,191 for claims between £20 
and £50, and the remaining 503 (brought by consent) for 
sums exceeding £20, The largest number of entries in any 
circuit was 40,975 in No. 21 (which comprises Birmingham, 
Atherstone, and Tamworth), while in Circuit No. 49 (East 
Kent) only 7,695 plaints were entered during the year. As 
regards the number of plaints in each court, Birmingham 
heads the list with an entry of 39,491, while Bedford (in 
Circuit No. 1) again shows the smallest total, the number 
having there increased from 5 to 9, all of the actions being 
for amounts under £20. The number of actions determined 
during the year has risen from 612,153 to 624,928, and of 
the latter number 1,038 cases were heard with juries, and 
623,890 without. 123,275 judgment summonses were issued 
during the year, and 69,873 were heard. 28,727 warrants 
of commitments were issued, but only 5,687 debtors were 
actually imprisoned, an increase of 648 as compared with 
the previous year. Ofthese prisoners 554 were committed 
from the Leeds Court alone, while in several of the country 
districts there were no imprisonments. Plaints were entered 
for sums amounting in the aggregate to £3,464,750, a total 
of £1,665,627 being recovered by means of judgments, The 
fees from all the county courts reached the sum of £445,969, 
ranging (as regards districts) from £8 at Belford to £17,396 at 
Birmingham, and (as regards circuits) from £772 in No. 49 
to £17,992 in No. 21. The number of equitable suits rose 
from 620 to 639, while the number of admiralty suits fell 
from 542 to 462, 157 of the last-named number being in the 
City of London Court alone. There were 1,366 debtor’s 
summonses, 182 declarations filed by debtors, 1,111 petitions 

for adjudication of bankruptcy, and 10,965 for liquidation or 

composition, the largest amount of bankruptey business 
having been transacted in the Birmingham Court. There 
were 35 appeals by special case, and 59 by motion, and in 20 
cases the proceedings were removed by certiorari. 764 

causes were remitted for trial from the High Court (a decrease 
of 6 from the year 1877), and 87 of these were sent to the 
Westminster Court alone. The judges sat for 8,892 days in the 
aggregate, the largest number of sittings in any court being 

257 days at Liverpool (where there are two judges) while no 
judge appears to have sat less than 110 days. 








The Western Jurist cites the following passage from the 
address of an eloquent young attorney who was prosecuting 
a man for whipping his wife:—‘‘The man that lays his 
hands upon a woman, save in the way of kindness, is a 
wretch, whom ‘twere gross flattery to name a coward. 
Yes, gentlemen, he is a brute, a very hog, who should be 
kicked to death by a jackass—and nothing would please mo 
better than the privilege of doing it!” 
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Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Dauzert, Joux, Wallingford,Gent. Sept 1. Rashleigh v. Dalzell, 
-R. Maude, Lincoln’s inn fields . 

Exuiorr, Isaac, Maryport, Cumberland, Chemist. Sept 10. Elliott 
y. Elliott, V.C. Hall. Tyson and Hobson, Maryport i 

Gerorce, Janz, Shirley, Hants. Sept 15. Rayner v. Leigh, M.R. 
Webb, Barbican 

Hotuipay, Ersraim, Drighlington, nr Birstal, York. Colliery Pro- 
prietor. Oct 1. Holliday vy. Holliday, V.C. Bacon. Battye, Birstal 

Horst, Hargiet, Chester terrace, Regent’s Park. Oct }. Middlesex 
Hospital v. Wall, V.C. Hall. Crosse, Lancaster p!, Strand 

Jensen, Grorce, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ship Broker. Aug31. Jensen 
v. Jensen, Fry, J. Priestman, Hull 

Micktetawait, Rev. JoHN NaTHANIEL, Taverham Hall, Norfolk. 
Aug3l. Fry, J. Robberds, Norwich : 

Porrs, Isaac, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Sept 3. Hair v. Smith, M.R. 
Bendle, Carlisle 

Smita, Samuet, Keighley, York, Wool Comb Maker, and CaTHERinE 
Smita, Keighley,Grocer, Augl8. Smith v. Smith, V.C. Bacon. 
Flaker, Serjeants’ inn , Fleet st 

Symmons, ALEXANDER, Catherine st, Strand, Musician. Sept 1. 
Simmonds v. Symmons, V.C. Bacon. _Biale, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet 
st Lownie, July 25.) 

Bates, Ann, Church row, King’s Cross. Sept 24. Stephenson vy. 
Att-Gen, M.R. Hare, Surrey st, Strard 

Boppitt, Jonny, Leeds, Maltster. Aug 29. Boddill v. Smallpage, 
M.R. Davy, Leeds 

Burcuer, Matraew, Great Yarmouth, Ship Broker. Aug 29. Butcher 
v. Butcher, M.R. Diver, Great Yarmouth 

Etins, Henry, Leeds, Provision Mercuant. Aug 29. Cooke v. Atkin- 
son,M.R. Maud, Leeds 

Foster, Sampson Luoyp, Warwick rd, Ealing, Esq. Aug 29. Foster 
y. Foster, M.R. Hale, St Mildred’s ct, Poultry 

Gites, Sopura, Tasley, Salop. Sept 17. Birkin v. Wainwright, M.R. 
Peck, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hockey, Joux, Margaret Roothing, Essex, Farmer. Sept 1. Hockley 
v. Hockley, V.C, Hall. Duffield and Bruty, Tokenhouse yd 

Hont, Ropert, Whaley, Derby, Farmer. Sept 3. Court v. Hunt, V.C. 
Hall. Branson and Co, Sheffield 

Oct 25. Miller v. Miller, V.C. 


J — Ann, Upper Talse Hiil. 

MeEnniz, Wittiam McGreo rR, Greenhangh Huntley, Aberdeen, Sept 
3. Brander v. Mennie, V.C. Hell. Sydney, Finsbury circus 

Pratt, Samvuet Luxe, Pemb:idge pl, Bayswater, Importer of Works 
of Art. Sept3. Pratt v. Pratt, M.R. Davis, Cork st, Burlington 


ens 
Wavxer, Samuet, Heeley, Sheffield, Gent. Sept 30. Walker v. 
Smith, V.C. Hall. Branson and Co, Sheffield 
‘Witxinson, Rogpert, Haberglam Eaves, Lancashire, Blacksmith. 
Sept 1. Moore v. Wilkinson, V.C. Bacon. Sutcliffe, Burnley 
[ Gazette, July 29.] 








Leqislation of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JULY 24.—ROYAL COMMISSION. 

The Royal assent was given by Commission to the fol- 
lowing Bills:—Army Discipline and Regulation, Army 
Discipline and Regulation (Commencement), Children’s 
Dangerous Performances, Public Loans Remission, Medway 
Docks (Extension of Time), Caledonian Railway, Great 
Northern Railway (Ireland), Alliance and Dublin Gas, 
London Bridge Approaches, Whitehaven Town and Harbour, 
Birkenhead Tramways, Cork and Kinsale Junction, Down- 
ham and Stoke Ferry Railway, London Street Tramways 
(Extension), Manchester Suburban Tramways, Rotherham 
Borough Extension and Sewerage, St. Helen’s and District 
Tramways. 

BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
New Forest Act Amenpment. Stave Trapeze (East 
Arrican Courts). 
BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 
Summary Jvnispicrion (passed through Committee), 
Commons Acts (1876) AmexpMeENT. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
_Private Bitis.—Arundel Estate, Liverpool Lighting, 
Nottingham Corporation. 
Customs Buriprnas. 
; JULY 25.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Stave Trape (East Arnican Covurs) (passed through 
Committee). 
JULY 2%,—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

But to Arrvowr a Commission To Re-ARRANGE THE 
Bounpanizs ov Tue Disrxicrs unpeR THE ADMINISTRA- 
tion oy Loca, Avtuonities 1x Enouanp AND WALES. 
(Lord E, Fitzmaurice.) 





—., 





BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Priv aTE Briis,—Arundel Estate, Ramsgate and Marga, 
Tramways, North Staffordshire Railway, East Indian Raj. 
way. 
Commons Act (1876) AMENDMENT. 
JULY 29.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Private Bri1s.—IJndustrial Schools (Powers of Scho 
Boards), Kast Indian Railway (Redemption of Annuities), 
Supping Casvatrizs. 
. BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Stave Trape (East Arrican Courts). KNicHTssrmg 
AND OTHER Crown Lanps. 
JULY 30.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Private Brut.—Liverpool Lighting. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JULY 24.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Occupation Roaps. Crvit Procepure Acts Repzat, 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Pustic Works Loans (ADVANCES). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitis.—Freistone Shore Reclamation, Trig 
Poors’ Land. 
JULY 25.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
East Inp1a Loan (Consonmpatep Funp). 
JULY 29.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
BANKING AND Joint-Stock CoMPANIES. 
JULY 30.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Brru.—Landisilio Commissioners. 
BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bitzi To ConTINVE FOR A FURTHER PERIOD THE PowERs « 
MAKING SCHEMES UNDER THE Enpowep Scuoots Acn, 
1869, 1874, anp 1876. (Lord G. Hamilton.) Bm 
to ConTINUE THE ReGuLATION oF Raruways Act 
(Viscount Sandon.) 








Law Stuvent’s Sournal. 


INNER TEMPLE. 


The Masters of the Bench have awarded to the following 
students of the Inn pupil scholarships of 100 guineas each 
after a competitive examination :—Equity, Mr. George Care; 
real property, Mr. Arthar Williams; common law, M. 
F, A. Keating. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
MicHAELMAs EXAMINATION, 1879. 
Examination of Candidates for Pass Certificates. 

The attention of students is requested to the following 
rules:— 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, 
shall receive from the council the certificate of fitness for 
call to the bar required by the four Inns of Court unless 
he shall have passed a satisfactory examination in the 
following subjects—viz., (1) Roman law; (2) The law 
of real and personal property ; (3) Common law; and (4) 


Equity. j 
No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, © 
shall be examined for call to the bar until he shall have © 


kept nine terms ; except that students admitted after that 
day shall have the option of passing the examination i 
Roman law at any time after having kept four terms. 


An examination will be held in October next, to which & | 


student of any of the Inns of Court, who is desirous of 
becoming a candidate for a certificate of fitness for being 
called to the bar, will be admissible. 

Each student proposing to submit himself for examination 
will be required to enter his name, personally or by letter, 
at the treasurer's or steward’s office of the Inn of Court to 
which he belongs, on or before Tnursday, the 9th day of 
October next ; and he will further be required to state in 
writing whether his object in offering himself for examina- 
tion is to obtain a certificate preliminary to a call to 
bar; or whether he is merely desirous of passing 
examination in Roman law under the above-stated rule. 

The examination will commence on Monday, the 20t 
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day of October next, and will be continued on the Tuesday, 
Wednesday, and Thursday following. 

It will take place in the hall of Lincoln’s-inn ; and the 
doors will be closed ten minutes after the time appointed for 
the commencement of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted 
in the following order:—Monday morning, October 20, 
at ten, on the law of real and personal property ; Tuesday 
morning, October 21, at ten, on common law; Wednesday 
morning, October 22, at ten, on equity; Thursday morning, 
October 23, at ten, on Roman law; Thursday afternoon 
October 23, at two, on constitutional law and legal history.’ 

The ora] examination will be conducted in the same 
order, and on the same subjects, as above appointed for the 
examination by printed questions. 

Norz.—Only students admitted prior to January 1, 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law and legal history, or Roman 
law; common law or equity ; und real and personal prop- 
erty law. 

he examiner in the law of real and personal property 
will examine in the following subjects:—The creation, 
devolution, and disposition inter vivos, and by will, of 
estates, and interests in and powers over real and personal 
property, including estates and interests, by way of statu- 
tory use, and of trust. Candidates will be examined in the 
elements of the foregoing subjects. 

The examiner in common law will examine in the follow- 
ing subjects :—(1) The law of contracts ; (2) The law of 
torts; (3) Criminal law; (4) The procedure in the common 
law divisions of the High Court of Justice. Candidates 
will be examined on general and elementary principles 
of law. 

The examiner in equity will examine in the following 
subjects: —(1) Administration of estites of deceased persons ; 
(2) Fraud. Candidates will be examined in the above-men- 
tioned subjects. 

The examiners in Roman law will examine in the Insti- 
tutes of Justinian, books 1 and 2; book 38, title 18, to the 
end of the book; book 4, titles 1 to5 inclusive. 

The examiners in constitutional law and legal history 
will examine in the following books and subjects :—(1) 
Stubbs’ Constitutional History of England; (2) Hallam’s 
Constitutional History ; (3) Broom’s Constitutional Law. 
Candidates will be examined in No. 1 and No. 3 only, or in 
No. 2and No. 3 only, of the foregoing subjects, at their 
option. 

Nors.—Only students admitted prior to January 1, 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law, and legal history, or Roman 
law ; common law or equity; and real and personal prop- 
erty law. 


Hinary Examination, 1880, 


The attention of students is requested to the following 
rules :— 

As an encouragement to students to study jurisprudence 
and Roman law, twelve studentships of one hundred 
guineas each shall be established, and divided equally into 
two classes ; the first class of studentships to continue for 
two years, und to be open for competition to any student 
as to whom not more than four terms shall have elapsed 
since he kept his first term; and the second class to con- 
tinue for one year only, and to be open for competition to 
any student, not then already entitled to a studentship 
as to whom not less than four and not more than eight terms 
shell have elapsed since he kept his first term ; two of each 
class of such studentships to be awarded by the council, on 
the recommendation of the committee, after every examina- 
tion before Hilary and Trinity Terms respectively, to the 
two students of each set of competitors who shall have 

d the best examination in both jurisprudence and 

an law. But the committee shall not be obliged 
to recommend any studentship to be awarded if the result 
of the examination be such as in their opinion not to justify 
such recommendation. 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, 
shall receive from the council the certificate of fitness for 
call to the bar required by the four Inns of Court unless 
he shall have passed a satisfactory examination in the 

“tye subjects—viz., (1) Roman law; (2) The law of 
Equity personal property; (3) Common law; and (4) 


‘sons; (2) 





No student admitted after the 3lst of December, 1872, 
shall be examined for call tothe bar until he shall have 
kept nine terms; except that students admitted after that 
day shall have the option of passing the examination in 
Roman law at any time after having kept four terms. 

An examination will be held in December and in January 
next, to which a student of any of the Inns of Court, who is 
desirous of becoming a candidate for a studentship, or 
honours, or of obtaining a certificate of fitness for being 
called to the bar, or of passing the examination in Roman 
law only, will be admissible, 

Eaca student proposing to submit himself for examination 
will be required to enter his name, personally or by letter, 
at the treasurer's or steward’s office of the Inn of Court to 
which he belongs, on or before Thursday, the 11th day of 
December next ; and he will further be required to state in 
writing whether bis object in offering himself for examina- 
tion is to compete for a studentship, or honours, or of 
obtaining a certificate preliminary to a call to the bar, or 
whether he is merely desirous of passing the examination 
in Roman law under the above-stated rule. 

The examination will take place in the hall of Lincoln’s- 
inn ; and the doors will be closed ten minutes after the 
time appointed for the commencement of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted 
in the following order :—Monday and Tuesday, December 
29 and 30, at ten until one, and from two until five on 
each day, the examination of candidates for studentships in 
jurisprudence and Roman law. 

The examination of candidates for honours and pass cer- 
tificates, and for pass in Roman law only, will take place as 
follows :—Wednesday morning, December 31, at ten, on real 
and personal property law ; ‘thursday morning, January 1, 
1880, at ten, on common law; Friday morning, January 2, 
at ten, on equity; Saturday morning, January 3, at ten, on 
jurisprudence and Roman law ; Saturday afternoon, January 
3, at two, on constitutional law and legal history. 

The oral examination will be conducted in the same order, 
and on the same subjects, as above appointed for the 
examination by printed questions. 

Nore.—Only students admitted prior to January 1, 1873,. 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional] law and legal history, or Roman 
oa common law or equity ; and real and personal property 

aw. 


Jurisprudence, International Law, and Roman Law. 


Candidates for the studentships will be examined in all the 
following subjects :—(1) Institutes of Gaius and Institutes 
of Justinian; (2) The Digest, book 41, titles ‘‘ De Pactis ”’ 
(ii. 14) and ** De Obligationibus et Actionibus” (xliv. 7) ; 
(3) History of Roman law; (4) Principles of jurisprudence, 
with special reference to the writings of Bentham, Austin, 
and Maine ; (5) Elements of international law ; (6) Principles 
of private international law. Candidates for honours will be 
examined in subjects numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, and 6. Candidates 
for a pass certificate will be examined in the Institutes of 
Justinian, books 1 and 2; book 3, title 13, to the end of 
the book ; book 4, titles 1 to 5 inclusive. 

The examiner in the law of real and personal property 
will examine in the following subjects :—The creation, de- 
volution, and disposition inter vivos, and by will, of estates, 
and interests in, and powers over, real and personal property, 
including estates and interests, by way of statutory use, and 
of trust. Candidates for a pass certificate will be examined 
in the elements of the foregoing subjects ; candidates for 
honours will have a higher examination. 

The examiner in common law will examine in the follow- 
ing subjects :—(1) The law of contracts ; (2) The law of 
torts; (3) Criminal law; (4) The procedure in the common 
law divisions of the High Court of Justice. Candidates for 
® pass certificate will be examined on general and elementary 
principles of law; and from candidates for honours the 
examiner will require a more advanced knowledge of the ap- 
= of those principles, and a knowledge of leading 

ecisions. 

The examiner in equity will examine in the following 
subjects es Administration of estates of deceased per- 

raud; (3) Election ; (4) Property of married 


women. Candidates for honours will be examined in all 
the above-mentioned subjects. Candidates for a pass certi- 
ficate in those numbered 1 and 2 only. 

The examiners in constitutional law and legal history 
will examine in the following books and subjects :—(1) 
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Stubbs’ Constitutional History of England; (2) Hallam’s 
Constitutional History ; (3) Broom’s Constitutional Law ; (4) 
The Principal State Trials of the Stuart Period; (5) The 
concluding chapter of Blackstone’s Commentaries, being 
that “On the Progress of the Laws of England.” 
Candidates for honours will be examined in all the above- 
mentioned books and subjects; candidates for a pass certifi- 
cate will be examined in No. 1 and No. 3 only, or in No. 2 
and Ne. 8 only, of the foregoing subjects, at their option. 
Norz.—Only students admitted prior to January 1, 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law and legal history, or Roman 
law ; common law or equity ; and real and personal prop- 


erty law. 
By order of the Council, 
(Signed) Jas, ANDERSON, Chairman, pro tem. 
Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn Hall, 
July 4, 1879. 





— 


Court Papers. 





SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Cc Mas THE 
Date. oe hn V.C. Manis. 
Monday, Aug. 4Mr. Teesdale Mr. PembertonMr. Leach 
Tyestay ro ae 5 =‘ Farrer Ward Latham 
leimesaay.... 6 Teesdale Pemberton Leach 
Thursday .... 7 Farrer Ward Latham 
Fridayscs..00. 8 Teesdale Pemberton Leach 
Ficcrce 9 Farrer Ward Latham 
y.C.Bacow. V.C. Hatt, pee 
Monday, Aug. 4Mr.Clowes Mr. King Mr. Jackson 
Tuesday...... 5 Koe Merivale Cobby 
Wednesday.... 6 Clowes King Jackson 
Thursday .... 7 Koe Merivale Cobby 
Friday.....0.. 8 Clowes King Jackson 
Saturday...... 9 Koe Merivale Cobby 


The Long Vacation will commence on Monday, the 11th day 
of August, and terminate on Friday, the 24th day of October, 
1879, both days inclusive. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Propate axp Divorce REGIsTRIEs. 


TAXATION OF Costs.—The registrars of the Probate and 
Divorce Registries of her Majesty’s High Court of Justice 
will not tax any bill of costs after Friday, August 8, until 
Monday, November 3, except under special circumstances 
to be stated in a written application addressed to them. 

Summonses.—On Wednesday, August 13, and on every suc- 
ceeding Wednesday until October 29, inclusive, one of the 
registrars will sit at the Principal Probate Registry, 
Somerset-house, to hear summonses at half-past eleven 
o'clock. 

Mortonxs,—On Wednesday, August 13 and 27, September 
10 and 24, and October 8 and 22, one of the registrars will sit 
at the Principal Probate Registry, Somerset House, to hear 
motions at half-past twelve o'clock. 

All papers for motions are to be left with the clerk of the 
papers or the chief clerk of the Divorce Registry, before two 
o'clock on the preceding Saturday. 

Orricz Hovrs.—On and after Angust 10, and until 
October 24, inclusive, the offices of the Probate and Divorce 

jstries of the High Court of Justice will be opened to the 
public on Saturdays at ten o’clock a.m., and closed at two 


o'clock p.m., and on every other day of the week these: 


offices will be opened at eleven o'clock a.m., and closed at 
three o'clock p.m. 

Derartmext vor Lirerany Inquiry.—On and after 
August 11, and until September 20, inclusive, this depart- 
ment will be entirely closed. 

Paruent or Mower ovr or Covst.—The registrars 
have fixed Friday in each week duriog the vacation for the 
payment of money out of court. 





| 





Heqal Pews. 


In charging the grand jury at the Monmouth Assizes on 
Tocsday bot Chief Baron Kelly commented strongly upon 
the practice of magistrates’ clerks, and even magistrates 
themselves, attaching undue weight to the statements of 
prisoners before the magistrates. His lordship thought that 
all such statements should be duly signed, both by the 
magistrates and the prisoner. He hoped the law on the 
point would be altered. 

At the Wells Assizes on Tuesday, during the trial of a 
prisoner for stealing some fowls, on the jury being re- 
quested to consider their verdict, the foreman remarked, 
‘‘Nobody saw him take them.’ However, on it being 
pointed out by the Lord Chief Justice that it was sad to see 
a man so devoid of a knowledge of the elementary principles 
of law, he succeeded, with the assistance of the rest of the 
jury, in finding the prisoner guilty. The foreman was then 
desired to retire from the jury-box. 

The Berlin correspondent of the Times says that in re- 
cognition of the merits of Professor Gneist, of the Law 
Faculty at Berlin, President Hayes has transmitted to that 
eminent scholar and Parliamentarian, through Mr. Everett, 
of the American Legation, a library of books on history and 
jurisprudence, and that Professor Bluntschli, of Heidelberg, 
will celebrate on the 2nd of August his fifty year’s jubilee as 
academic doctor amid thé enthusiastic demonstrations, 
torchlight and otherwise, of the students, eager to teatify 
their respect for so revered a master. 

Mr. J. Sandiland Ward continued up to Wednesday a 
prisoner im charge of the serjeant-at-arms of the House of 
Commons, but immediately after the resolution proposed by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was agreed to in the House 
of Commons on Wednesday for bis release, the Speaker made 
out the order for the discharge of Mr. Ward, and in a few 
minutes Colonel Gosset released the prisoner. The fees 
paid amounted to £14—<£5 fee of arrest or “ caption money,” 
£1 each for the order of committal and order of release, and 
£1 per day during his imprisonment. These sums did not 
include Mr. Ward’s personal expenses during his confine- 
ment. ‘ 

On Saturday last at the Surrey Aasis, says the Times’ 
reporter, some nice questions arose as to whether causes weré 
or were not “Surrey causes.”” Mr. Dickens and Mr. E, 
Pollock were counsel in a case in which both the parties 
reside in Surrey, but the contract was in Middlesex, though 
it was for loan of money on security of property in Surrey, 
and this Lord Coleridge held not to be a Surrey cause. 
another case, an action on the warranty of a Ses it ap- 
peared that the plaintiff, the purchaser, resided in London; 
that the defendant resided at Dorking; that the contract 
was made between them by letters; and that the horse was 
sent from Dorking to London, and (as was contended) was 
unsound when sent, so that it was a question where the 
cause of action arose ; but, as the facts dia not appear until 
the case was opened and the jury sworn, Lord Coleridge 
would not stop the trial. 

According to the Western Jurist, Judge Barker, at Reno, 
Nevada, recently addressed a prisoner, accused of committing 
damage while drunk. in the following terms:—“ It surprises 
me to see a young man like you here. You filled yourself 
up with an enemy to deprive you of brains,” proceeded the 
court, re-arranging its spectacles and glaring at the culprit. 
“ Now, here you are, a young man of intelligence, with good 
clothes on, and, doubtless, you have a mother and a sister, 
who think a good deal more of you than I do. Yon’ve been 
sent to school and taught how to earn a good living. In 
return for all this you go screaming around the streets at 
midnight, tearing down signs and making a wild beast 
yourself. Is that like the conduct of a reasonable creatare ! 
No, of course it isn’t. Now, I’m going to teach you 4 
lesson, young man. You needn’t turn pale, for it won't 
help you any. Have you got any chewing tobacco about 

ou? Thankee. Chew more and drink less, like I do. 
ou’re discharged.” 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Aaya ee bem mere * Sam ae vt re, at 

p-m., lease’ property (see ad vertigemen w P- 

August 7.—Mr. Dee? Gocameaten On premises, at 
p-m., machinery, &c. (seo advertisement, this week, p. 4). . 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Po x.—July 18, at Laurel Mount, Bowdon, Cheshire, 
Bovrrite of Edward Boutflower, solicitor, jester, of a 


povitt.—July 22, at Grantham, the wife of John R. Boyall, 
solicitor, of a daughter. : 
git.—July 26, at 6, Camp , the wife of Charles 
F. Gill, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Jul 08 at Ker ington Parish Church 
. —ELIAS.—Jdu » at ensington Pari > 
oo Sere, Battin, tanisten-ab-law, to: Haith, danghter 
of Ney Elias, of 33, Inverness-terrace, W. 
‘BEALE—PHILLIPSE.—July 22, at Sturminster, John Alexander 
Beale, of Auckland, N.Z., barrister-at-law, to Martha, daugh- 
ter of Edwin Phillips, of Sturminster. 
JARNER-RICHARDSON—PENRUDDOCKE.— July 22, at Compton 
Chamberlayne, Wilts, Charles Garner-Richardson, jun., of 
the Inner Temple, to Amy Elizabeth ACourt Penraddocke, 
daughter of Charles Penruddocke, of Compton Park, Wilts. 
RonERTS—DORLING.—July 23, at thechurch of St. Barnabas, 
Kensington, Charles Tanner Kingdon Roberts, of Exeter, 
solicitor, to Eliza Dorling, of 31, Elsham-road, Kensington, 
daughter of the late Henry Dorling, of Epsom. 





den-hill d 
g 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
July 31, 1879, 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


per Cent, Consols, 97§ Annuitias, April, ’85, 9% 
Ditto for Acccunt, Sept, 98 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

0, 3 per Cent, Reduced, 97§ Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct.27 pm, 
lew 3 per Cont., 97 Ditto, £500, Do, 27 pm. 
Do, 84 perCent., Jan, 794 Ditto, 2100 & £2C¢, 27 pm. 
Do. 24 per Cant., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock, 268 
onuities, Jan, ’80 Ditte for Account. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bantrupts. 
Fripay, July 25, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Bartlett, John Searle, King st, St James’s, Picture Dealer. Pet July 
22, Murray. Aug 12 at 12 
Driver, William, Leytonstone, Essex, Editor and Journalist. Pet July 
22. Murray. Aug 12 at 12.30 
Raggett, Frederick George, William Frederick Williams, and Edward 
Te Gresham st, Auctioneers. Pet July 23. Pepys. Aug 13 at 


To Surrender in the Country. 
oath, William, Walsall, Stafford, Cashier, Pet July 23. Clarke. 
Walsall, Aug 6 at 3 
Dousen, Frederick, Bradford, York, out of business. Pet July 22. Lee, 
Bradford, Aug 8 at 12 
irling, James Barry, Southport, Solicitor. Pet July 21. Cooper. 
Liverpoo!, Aug 7 at 12 
hompson, Thomas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Woollen Draper. Pet J uly 
21. Rollit, Kineston-upon-Hull, Aug 5 at 3 
White, Hugh, Hednesford, Stafford, Miller, Pet July 22. Clarke. 
Walsall, Aug 6 at 3 
Wilkinson, Joseph, Skipton, York, StoneMerchant. Pet J uly 22, Lee. 
Bradford, Aug 8 at 9 
Yates, Thomas William, Poulton, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet J uly 21, 
Nicholson, Warrington, Aug 7 at 11 
Turspay, July 29, 1879, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Hawthorn, Henry, Sloane st, Chelsea, Carriage Maker, Pet July 24, 
Murray. Aug !2 at 11 


Packson, Frederick John, Wigmore st, Gun Maker. Pet Jul . \ 
Ane Idee n, Wigm , et July 25. Pepys. 


Vordan, Robert, Oraigs ct, Charing-cross, Army Agent, Pet July 24, 


Morray, Aug 12 at 12 
Noble, George, George yd, London, Paper Board Manufacturer. Pet 
, July 28, Pepys. Aug is at 12 
Robertson, Joha Campbell, Lancaster rd, Belsize pk, Pet July 25, 
La jive . os 12 : 
palpway, James Holter, Story’s gate, Westminster, Civil i x 
July Pepys, ans ry Ad ¢, Westminster, Civil Engineer, Pet 
Btward Yeter, Ohnrintany "York, troufeand 
won, a letown, Yo I 0 . B . 
“Rod rm Shetty, Aug is ut » Ironfounders ‘et July 24 
Bomish, t) (ney, oat of business. Pet July 25, Willoughby. 
Wandsworth, Aug 1 at lt pbages — 
orrest oucester, 5 ’ - 
: ve 1 Y cester, Printer, Pet July 24, Haines. Glow 
i in Goddard Nicholson, and Alfred Samuel Greenfield 
me rorwich, Printers. Pet July $4. ‘Cooke. Norwich, Aug Oat 12.” 
rae hl Lloyd, Llanidloes, Montgomery, Auctioneer, Pet J uly 
. pet art mag at sg P 
eaton ork, al le ° 
my 12 at 10 ry r tater, Pet July 4, Leo 


BANKRUPTCIES AN: 
Farpay, July 25, 1879. 
Roots, George, Bradb S) ki 


ne, near , Brickmaker. July 17 
Tuzspay, July 29, 1879, 
King, Joseph Farrar, Bradford, York, Italian Cloth Merchant. July 
‘Wood, George Frederick, Gravesend, Kent, Farmer. July 11 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MKETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, July 25, 1879, 
Abbott, Hugh, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Butcher. Aug 8 at § at Queen’s 
Hotel, Carnarvon. Breese and Co, Pwiiheli 
Aldridge, William, Minchington, Dorset, Plumber. Ang 6 at 12 at 
a= Hotel, Blandford Forum. Moore and Harvey, Wimborne 
instr 
Allanson, John, Farnworth, Lancaster, Draper. Aug 13 at 3 at Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Dowling and Urry, Bolton 
Allport, John, Castleford, York, Aerated Water Manufacturer. Aug 6 
at 11 at offices of Lake, Wakefield 
Askham, George, Sharrow, Sheffield, Tailer. Ang 8 at 12 at Incor- 
porated Law Society, Aldine court, High st, Sheffield. Watson and 


Esam 
Bacon, William Hatley, Birmingham, Traveller. Aug 12at 3 at Wool 
Pack Hotel, Moor st, Birmingham. Cartwright, Birmingham 
Ball, George, Manchester, Tea Caterer. Aug 5 at 3 at Faistaff Hotel, 
anchester. Tremewen, Deansgate, Manchester 
Banks, William Henry, Cirencester, Officer of In'and Revenue. A 
7 at lLat King’s Head Hotel, Cirencester, Ellett and Co, Ciren- 


cester 

Bartholomew, George, Sheffield, Joiner. Aug 7 at 11.30 at offices of 
Webster and Styring, Hartshead, Sheffield 

Benton, James, Cambridge, Tailor. Aug 7 at 10 at offices of Turner, 
St Andrew’s st, Cambridge 

Blundell, Edwin, Notiingham, Joiner. Aug 15 at 3 at offiees of Lees, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Brown, Henry, Moor, Sheffield, Tailor, Aug 6 at 3 at offiees of Burde- 
kin and Co, Norfolk st, Sheffield 

Burge, Thomas, Canterbury yard, Kilburn, Builder. Aug 12 at 4 at 
offices of York and Brewer, Conduit st, Bond st 

Burns, James William, Bradford, near Manchester, Brewer. Aug 11 
at 3 atoffices of Tucker, York st, Manchester 

Bush, John, Bath, Pork Butcher, Aug 11 at 11 at offices of Bartrum 
and Bartlett, Northumberland buildings, Bath 

Butler, Thomas, Cheltenham, Coachbuilder. Aug 4 at 12 at Northfield 
House, North pl, Cheltesham. Potter, Coeltenham : 

Catton, William, Burniey, Corset Manufacturer. Aug 2 at ll at 
offices of Sutcliffe, Nicholas st, Burnley 

Chapman, Thomas, Coatham, York, Bricklayer. Aug 12 at 12 at 
offices ef Jackson, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Collins, John, Birmingham, Wholesale Grocer. Aug 6 at 12 at Queen’s 
Hotel, Birmingham. Whateley and Co, Birmingham 

Coombes, James, Stokeirteignhead, Devon, Miller. Aug 9 at 3.30 at 
Magor’s Commercial Hotel, Newton Abbott. Watts, Newton Abbott 

Coulson, John Bliss, Middiesborough, York, Land Agent. Aug 5 at 
12 at offices of Steavenson and Meek, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Creane, Robert, Brighton, Saddler. Aug5at3 at 145 Cneapside, 
London, Maynard, Brighton 

Cropley, Barker, Walsden, Lancaster, Clog Iron Manufacturer. 
7 at 11 at offces of Longbottom, Carlton st, Harrison rd, H 

Davies, David, Lythwood, Salop, Farmer. Aug 6 at 12 at George 
Hotel, Shrewsbury. Anderson and Davies 

Dyson, Thomas, Staveley, Derby, Innkeeper. Ang 8 at 1! at offices 
of Jones and Middleton, Gluman gate, Cuesterfield 

Elliott, Thomas, Preston, Lancaster, Watchmaker. Aug 13 at 12 at 
offices of Taylor, Gu:ldhall st, Preston 

Evans, Thomas, Liverpool, Restaurant Keeper. Aug 12 at 3 at Law 
Association Rooms, Cook st, Liverpool. Wyles, Liver; 

Ferry, Graham Robert, Darlington, Durham, Builder. 

offices of Catchpool, Wilson st, Middlesborough 

Forsyth, Alexander Peel, Middiesborough, Iron Merchant, Aug 6 at 3 

at officesof Belk and Parrington, Post office chambers, Marton rd, 





Aug 


Aug 7 at 11 at 


Middlesborough 

Francis, Geos, Tienalty, Carmarthen, Grocer. Aug 8 at 11 at offices 
of Howell, Stepney st, Llunelly 

Garcia, Philip Henry, Centre avenue, Covent Garden Market, Fruit- 
erer. Aug 1! at 3 at offices of Beyfus, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Gayfer, William, Bromley, Kent, Schoolmaster. Aug 13 at 3 at offices 
of Stopher and Rundle, Coleman st, London . 

Gibson, Joseph, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Hosier. Aug 7 at 11 at 
offices of Hayton and Simpson, Challoner st, Cockermouth 

Griffiths, John, Bendy Glas, Carnarvon, Farmer. Aug 8 at 2 at 
Queen’s Hotel, Carnarvon. Breese and Co, Pwilneli 

Hall, Thomas, Kentmere, Westmoreland, Tnokeaper. Aug 8 ab lL at 
offices of Dobson, Finkle st, Kendat 

Hawkes, Arthur John, Bournemouth, Boot and Shoe Manufactarer. 
Aug 6 at2 at Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn, Trevanion, Poole 

Hooper, William, St Martin’s Gate, Worcester, Butcher. Aug 11 at 3 
at offices of Allen and B hamp, S wv 

Aug 8 at 10 at 


Horam, Irvin, Euxton, | hire, Shopk 
Hunt, Nathan, Ashley rd, Gloucester, Clerk to Bristol Waterworks. 
chambers, 








offices of Blackhurst, Fox st, Preston 
Aug 8 at 12 at offices of Benson and Carpenter, Bank 
Corn st, Bristol 
Irons, Thomas, Derby, ont of business, Aug 12 at 3 at offices of 
Flint, Full st, Derby : “ 
Jackson, Joshua, and James Hemingway Child, Dewsbary, Builders. 
Aug 8 at 3 at the Batley Station Hotel, Soothill, York, Chadwick 


and Sons, Dewsbury 
Johnson, Fletcher, Bradford, Dispensing Chemist, Aug 11 at 11 at 





offices of Gardiner and Jeffery, Bond st, 

Jones, Charles Sidney, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Aug 8 at 3 at 
offices of Alien and Beauc Sansome pl, Worcester 

Jones, William, St Martin's, Salop, Farmer, Aug i8 atl at offices of 
Acton and Bury, Wrexham 

Kennis, John William, Springfield, Essex, Merebant’s Clerk. Aug 9 
at 11 at offices of Blyth, Chelmsford 
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Killender, Joseph, Whitehaven, Wholesale Grocer, Aug 7 at 3 at 


offices of Wright and Brown, Bank st, Carlisle 

Lees, Frederick Preston, Manchester, Cotton Spinner. Aug 13 at 3 at 
offices of Grundy and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Levi, Elizabeth, Liverpool, paar. Aug 7 at 11 at offices of 
Killey, Lord st, Liverpoo! 

Lewis, Hugh, Bangor, Carnarvon, Joiner. Aug 19 at 3.30 at the Rail- 
way Hotel, Bangor. Dew, Llandudno 

Linton, James, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Iron Merchant. Aug 8 at 
3 at 13, Sanchiel’s lane, Whitehaven, McKelvie 

Lockhart, Frederick William, Dunstable, Bedford, Grocer. Aug 8 at 
2 at offices of Lindo and Co, King’s Arms yard, Moorgate st 

Lomas, Thomas Henry, Whittlefield, Barnley, Cotton Manufacturer. 
Aug 11 at 12.30 at offices of Holmes and Holmes, Grimshawe st 
Burole: 

tengtene| Henry, Bradworthy, Devon, Farmer. Aug 7 at 12 at offices 
of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 

Lyddon, John William, Bishopston, near Bristol, Auctioneer. Aug 7 
at 2 at offices of Sibly, Exchange West, Bristol 

Marshall, John, Bradfield, Berks, Farmer. Aug 2 at 3 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Friar st, Reading. Beale and Martin, Reading 

Martin, George Robert, Bath, Somerset, Cabinet Maker. Ang 8 at 1 
at offices of Clark, Union st, Bath 

Matthews, John, Denby Dale, near Huddersfield, out of business. Aug 
1 at 3at offices of Booth, John William st, Huddersfield 

McKie, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Soda Water Manufaeturer. Aug 
6 at3 atthe Incerporated Law Society, Royal arcade, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Allan and Davies, Newcastle-upon-Tyn 


e 
Moses, Laniert Alfred, Barrow-in-Furness, Hurdware Dealer. Aug 8 
at 11 at the Imperial Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-F urns. 
son, Barrow-in-Furness 
Musgrave, Joho, and Joseph Meek Musgrave, Holbeck, Leeds, Cloth 
Manufacturers. Aug 5 at 2 at offices of Harrison, East parade, 
Leeds 


Pear- 


Nasb, Charles Llewellyn, Swansea, out of business. Aug 12 at 3 at 
offices of Williams and Co, Albion chambers, Small st, Bristol. 
Woodward, Swansea 

Osborne, Henry, Chesterfield, Derby, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Aug 
7 at 3 at offices of Higginbottom, Knifesmith gate, Chesterfield. 
Black, Chesterfield 

Owen, Owen Ellis, Llanberis, Carnarvon, Painter. Aug 18 af 11 at the 
British Hotel, Bangor. Atlanson, Bron Seiont 

Parr, George. Brierley Hill, Stafford, Earthenware Dealer, Aug 4 at 
10.15 at offices of Addison, High st, Brier'ey Hill 

Perry, Joseph Edward, Birmingham, Engine Turner. Aug? at1l at 
a Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson piace, Birmingham. Shakespeare, 

idbury 

Piatt, George Andrew, Burton-on-Trent, Hatter. Aug 9 at ll at offices 
of Bright. High st, Burton-on-Trent 

Prust, George Balhatchet, Birmingham, Lamp Manufacturer. Aug 11 
at 1! at offices of Grove, Atlas chambers, Paradise st, Birmingham 

Radcliffe, Frank, Pendlebury, near Manchester, Ironfounder. Aug 8 
at 3 at offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 

Ranson, Mary Ann, Alkborough, Lincoln, out of business, Aug 7 at 
11 at offices of Rhodes and Sons, Market Rasen 

Bhodes, John, Fenwick, near Doncaster, Farmer. Aug 8 at3 at offices 
of Elis, St George’s gate, Doncaster. Burdekin and Co 

Richardson, James, and John Stebbings, Newington, York, Brick- 
layers. Aug 14 at 1 at offices of Iveson and Son, Parliament st 
Kingston-npon-Hall 

Rodgmsn, George, Bideford, Devon, Bootmaker. Avg 13 at 12 at 
offices ot Hole and Peard, Bideford 

Saunders, Samuel Edgar, Streatiey, Berks, Steam Launch Builder 
Aug 5 at 11 at the Ship Hotel, Duke st, Reading, Dodd, Reading 

Savins, George, Begbroke, Oxford, Innkeeper. Aug 6 at |2 at offices 
of Bickerton, St Michael’s chaabers, Ship st, Oxford 

Selby, George, Carlisie, Butcher. Augllat 3 at offices of Bendel, 
Hodgeon ct, Carlisle 

Shackleton, Samuel, Bradford, Earthenware Merchant. Aug 2 at 12 
at the Blackfriars Hotel, Blackfriars Bridge, Manchester. Singleton, 
Bradford 

Shenton, Frank, Leicester, Auctioneer. Aug 11 at 3 at offices of Buck- 
ley, Pock'ington’s walk, Leicester 

Shorey, Charles, Hackney rd, Ironmonger. Aug 5 at 11 at offices of 
Cotterell and Howan, Chancery lane 

Smith, Beecham, East Greenwich, Grocer. Aug 11 at 11 at offices of 

Aug 5 at3 at offices 


Child, South sq, Gray's inn 
Spink, Jchn, sen, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. 
of Walker and Spink, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Southwood, Charles Bray, Coryton, Devon, Cattle Dealer. Aug 7 at 12 
at offices of Bridgman, Church lane, Tavistoc': 
Stebbing, Joseph Ranken, Southampton, Optician. Aug 13 at 3 at 
offices of Stocken and Jupp, Lime st sq. Bull, Southampton 
Stribley, William, Padstow, Cornwa'l, Ship Builder. Aug 15 at 12 at 
offices of Whitford and Sons, St Columo 
Sunderland, James, Bradford, Letierpress Printer. Aug at 2.30 at 
offices ot Pe 1 and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 
Taylor, Ceorge, Southgate, Halifax, Music Seller. Aug 8 at 3 at 
offices of Ricsdale and Co, Gray’s inn sq, Boocock, Halifax 
Taylor, William, Redcliffe, Lancasvire, Manufacturer of Cotton 
Shirtings. Aug 8 at 3 at offices of Ritson and Grundy, Princess st, 
Manchester 
Trabshaw, James, Birmingham, Beer Retailer, Aug 8 at 11 at offices 
of Taylor, Colmore row, birmingham 
Tyrrell, Henry John, Leather lane, Cheesemonger. Ang 6 at 3 at 
offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Wall, Kowiant, Stefford, Grocer. Aug 2 at 11 at offices of Willcock, 
Whittaker, George, Blackbo 
hittaker, George, kburn, Boot and Shoe Maker. Aug 7 at 3at 
offices of Scott, Victoria st, Blackburn , 
Williams, John, Ponthency, Carmarthen, Contractor. Aug 6 at 10.15 
on — nb St Ld st, Carmarthen 
*, Edwar nmouth, Devon, Fish Dealer. Aug? at 3 at the 
Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Hartnell . 
Adbelt, John, Bieshbara, Ootted eat Bete 
ohn, Blaskbarn, iit Manager. Aug 11 at 11 at offices 
of Ainsworth, Clayton st, Blackburn " 





Abrahams, Abraham, Westbourne grove, Bayswater, Tailor, Ang 
at 3 at offices of Lovering, Gresham st. Emanuel and Simmons 

Ainsworth, William, Preston, Machine Broker, Aug 11 at 3 at 
of Cunliffe and Watson, Winckley st, Preston 

Armytage, Edward Green, and James Green Armytage, Bragsing 
Derby, Stone Merchants. Aug 18 at 2 at the York Hote] Hy) 
Midland rd, Derby. Stone, Wirksworth 

Ashton, John, Walston Ashton, Edwin Ashton, and James g 
jun, Blackburn, Cotton Spinners, Aug 12 at 11 at offices of 
and Son, Fox st, Preston 

Atherton, Charles, and Charles Sandham, Bolton, Joiners, Aug 1 
3 at offices of Rutter and Finney, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Ayrton, Jobn, Fulwood, Lancashire, Wholesale Batcher, Aug 2 
12 at offices of Cattley and Maynard, Lune st, Preston 

Banks, Thomas, jun, Willenhall, Draper, Aug 13 at 11 at officg,g 
Baker, Walsall st, Willenhall 

Barton, George, Thame, Oxford, Plumber. Aug 14 at 12 at the Big 
Horse Inn, High st, Thame, Clarke, High Wycombe 

Bentley, Thomas Edward, Cleckheaton, Drysalter. Aug 11 at ti 
offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 

Blain, John, Runcorn, Cheshire, out of basiness. Aug 5 at 11 at 
of Lightburn, Bridge st, Ruucorn 

Blakey, George, Bradford, Brewer. Aug 8 at 11 at offices of Gy 
and Taylor, Broad st, Cheapside 

Bracewell, William, Halifax, Picture Frame Maker, Aug Il at} 
offices of Kerr, Crown st, Halifax 

Buckwell, Reuben, Burgess hill, Sussex, Builder. Aug 13 at 3 at 
of Nye, North st, Brighton 

Burrows, Joseph, Liverpool, Greengrocer. Aug 14 at 12 at offleay 
Carruthers, Lord st, Liverpool 

Busbridge, Henry, Beckenham, Kent, Plumber. Aug 13 at lla 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Gregan 
Moorgate st 

Cambray, Henry, Orford, Wood Carver, Aug 12 at 11 at offs 
Swearse and Thompson, Corn Market st, Oxford 

Campion, John Neville, Aston, Birmingham, Grocer. Aug 12 atitg 
oftices of Foster, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Carr, John William, Leeds, Silversmith, Aug 8 at 2 at offica 
Middleton and Sons, Calverley chambers, Victoria sq, Leeds 

Catterall, Thomas, Preston, Blacksmith. Aug 11 at 3 at officy 
Spencer, Winckley st, Preston 

Chant, Charles George, High st, Poplar, Dairyman. Aug lL atl¢ 
offices of Willis, Charles sq, Hoxton 

Charlton, William, Waterloo, Northumberland, Flour Dealer, 4 
11 at 3 at offices of Clark, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon- 

Church, Edward, Mitcham, Newsagent. Aug 5 at 3 at offices 
Pinner’s ct, Old Broad st, London 

Clarke, Joseph, Balsall heath, Worcester. Bootmaker. Aug 7 atllé 
offices of Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Cleghorn, William, Walsall, out of business. Aug 9 at 10.15 at 
of East, Temple st, Birmingh:m 

Cooper, Samuel, Old Busford, Nottingham, Baker. Aug 11 atl 
offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Cope, John, Hanley, Potter. Ang 7 at 11 at the Sea Lion Hotel, fig 
st, Hanley. Lawrence, Hanley 

Cornforth, Wil'iam Frederick, Droylsden, ne Manchester, Sods Wi 
Manufacterer. Aug 12 at3at offices of Jones, Kennedy st, & 
chester 

Coulson, Henry, Leicester, Machinist. Aug 13 at 3 at offices of 
Pocklington’s walk, Leicester 

Creber, Theophilus John Thoms, Plymouth, Printer, Aug lid 
at offices of Greenway, Frankfort st, Plymouth 

Culm, Thomas, Ashton-under-Lyne, ‘'obacconist. Aug 15 at 3 at 
of Chew and Son, Swan st, Manchest-r 

Culshaw, James, Wigan, Ironmonger. Aug 9 at 11 at offices of Pn 
Church gate, Wigan 

Dempsey, Joseph, Sa'ford, Baker. Aug 14 at 3 at the Mitre 
Cathedral gates, Manchester. Dewhurst, Manchester 

Dodd, Edward, Crewe, Labourer, Aug 8 at 2 at offices of Wi 
Mill st, Crewe 

Downer, William, Gosport, Farmer. Aug 12 at 3 at the India 
Hotel, High st, Gosport. King, Portsea 

Da, Arthur, Feltwell, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Aug 15 at 12 at the 

otel, Ely. Rogers, Ely 

Eastwood, John, Thornton, York, Bootmaker. Aug 9 at 10 at 
of Lancaster and Wright, Manor row, Bradford 

Edwards, William, Stanley, Bootmaker, Aug 12 at 3 at offices 
Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Egan, Edward, Bradtord, Eating house Keeper. Aug 11 at ll at 
of Fox, Hustlergate, Bradford 

Evans, David, Cardiff, Joiner. Aug 11 at 11 at offices of 
Philharmonic chambers, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Evans, William, Llandovery, Oarmarthen, Victualler, Aug 9 at! 
offices of William», Market st, Llandiio 

Eynon, John Frederick, Salisvury, Gas Fitter. Aug 9 at 12 at 
of Nodder, City chambers, Salisbury 

Fawbert, Charles Thomas, Castleford, York, Stationer. Aug ls 
at the Commercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds, Horner, Wak 

Fawcett, Edward, Batley Carr, York, Draper. Aug 15 at 2 at? 
Scarbro’ Hotel, Dewsbury. Scholes and Son, Dewsbury 


Ferneyhough, John, Silverdale, Stafford, Grocer, Aug 12 at 2 


offices of Sianey and Son, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Firth, William, Bilston, Chemist. Avg il at 11 at the Globe 
Mount Pleasant, Bileton. Bowen, Bilston 

Firth, William, Brighouse, York, Plasterer. Aug 14 at 3 at offices 
Tennant and Co, Brighouse 

Fletcher, James, Heywood, Lancashire, Joiner, Aug 13 at 3 at 
ot Edwards, Brawennose st, Manchester 

Ford; George, Silverdale, Stafford, ous of business, Aug 7 abil 

# of James, Newcastie-under-Lyme 

Foster, William, Emsworth, Hants, Timber Merchant. Aug 13 ab2 
offices of Edmonds and Co, Cheapside, London, King, Portsea 

Fromans, William, Rowley Reais, Stafford, Shop Keeper. 
10.5 at offices of Addison, High st, Brierley hill 

ome. James, Manchester, Ironmonger, Aug 11 at 8 at 35, © 
st, Manchester. Harris, Manchester P 

Gill, Thomas, Kettering, Northampton, Ironmonger, Aug 126 
tue George Horel, Kettering. Allen, Kettering 
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Frederick William, Preston, Boot Factor, Aug !1 at 2 at offites 





. Glover, . 

‘ox st, Preston 

mong Poo Paiward, Gateshead, Durham, Bootmaker. Aug 11 at 3 at 
bat offices of Scott, White House buildings, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon- 






Tyne 
i Alfred, Wangford, Suffolk, Corn Miller. Aug 15 at 12.30 
ot ‘of Dowsett, Hall Quay chambers, Gt Yarmouth 
Hardy, Joseph, Yeovil, Somerset, Baker. Aug 9 at 3 at offices of Watts, 








Yeovil - 
ri rt John, New Swindon, Wilts, Outfitter, Aug 11 at 1.30 
™ ny wow Royal Hotel, Swindon Station, Dunn and Payne, 






Buivey, Francis, Handsacre, Stafford, Carpenter. Aug 8 at 1 at offices 
of fwynam, Horse fair, Rugeley 

Hayes, William Edward, Birmingham, Cooper. Aug 7 at 10.15 at 
offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham 
ealing, Edward, Nuneaton, Warwick, Ironmonger. Aug 14 at 11 at 
the Acorn Hotel, Temple st, Birminuham. Slingsby, Nuneaton 

Hewett, George, Brampton, Cumberland, Tailor. Aug 14 at 3 at offices 
of Forster, Brampton : 

Hewett, James, St James’ rd, Stratford, out of business. Aug 13 at 3 










at at offices of Blake and Weall, Surrey st, Strand 

Hill, Henry Joho, Maindee, Mon, Outfitter, Aug 12 at 12 at offices of 
of Gn Lloyd, Bank chambers, Newport 

Hoare, Oliver William Simpson, Southampton, Wine Merchant. Aug 
1 atl 1] at 3 at offices of Robins, Portland st, Southampton 

Hollier, James Temple, and Edmund Thacker, V ctoria bldgs, Pimlico, 
3 at Dealer in Artists’ Materials. Aug 7 at 10.30 at offices of Greening, 

Budge row, Cannon st. Swaine, King st, Cheapside 

offlees Hookham, Joon, Deptford, Grocer. Aug 12ar2 at 6, Arthur st east, 


London. May andCo, Adelaide pl, Loudon bridge 
Howden, John, Leamingt:n Priors, Coal Merchant. Aug 12 at 11 at 
the Globe Hotel, Warwick. Boddington, Warwick 
Hubbard, Frederick, Tooting, out of business. Aug 14 at 1 at offices 
of Ambrose and Co, Grecian chambers, Temple, London 
Hubie, James, and Alfred Walker, Mill row, Kingsland rd, Cabinet 
Makers. Aug 7 at 2 at offices of Parke, C lebrooke row, Islington 
Johnson, William, Block'ey, Wo:cester, Silk Throwster. Aug 12 at 1 
at the Flying Horse, Banbury. Barkes 
Johnston, Carruthers Charles, and Samuel Logan Johnston, Liverpool, 
Merchants. Aug l4at 3 at the Law Association Rooms, Cook st, 
Liverpool. Bateson and Co, Liverpool 
Jones, John, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Mason, 
of Hughes and Son, Pier st, Aberyst with 
Jones, John Prichard, Portmadoc, Carnarvon, Tailor. Aug 14 at 1 at 
the Grosvenor Hotel, Chester. Jones and Joes, Portmadoc 
Latimer, Zipporah Jane, Liverpool, Estate Agent. Aug 19 at 2 at 
offices of Stephens and Danger, Orange court, Castle st, Liverpool 
Lawton, George, Orford sq, Chelsea, Buildar, Aug 12 at 11 at offices 
of Jarvis, Guildhall chambers, Basingball st. Blair 
Lawton, Robert Charles, Bristol, Upholsterer. Aug 5 at12 at offices 
of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 
Lee, Josiah, Bournemonth, Baker, Aug 13 at 3at offices of Lacey and 
Son, Avenue rd, Bournemouth 
Leverett, John, Manchester, Boot Maker. 
Rylance, Essex st, Manchester 
Lewis, Evan, Tonypandy, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 12 at 4 at offices 
of Hollier and Williams, Church st, Pontypridd 
Loker, John, Springfield, Essex, outof business. Ang 11 at 10.30 at 
the White Hart Hotel, Witham. Dixon, Chelmsford 
Lowry, George, Salford, Lancashire, Eugineer. Aug 20 at3 at offices 
of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
Lyons, Samuel, Knightrider st, Doctors’ commons, Clothier. Aug 11 
at 3 at 33, New Bridge st, Blackfriars, Carey and Co, West st, Fins- 
bury circus ° 
Martin, George William, Martock, Somerset, Grocer. 
the Red Lion Inn, Yeovil, Watts, Yeovil 
MeDaniel, Richard, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Aug 11 at 3 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
McDonald, Alexander, Leicester, out of business. Aug 13 at 3 at 
offices of Shires, Market st, Leicester 
ia Nash, James Henry, Woolwich, Chiua Dealer. Aug 12 at 2 at offices 
of Whale, Wiiliam st, Woolwich 
Neale, Martin Horatio, Woodford, Gloucester, out of business. Aug 
13 at 11 at the Berkeley Arms Hotel, Berkeley. Hurd, Stroud 
: Norris, James, jun, Great Queen st, Lincoln’s iun, Engineer, Aug 8 
at 3 at oflices of Holland, St Swithin’s lane 


Aug 7 at 12 at offices 


Aug 14 at 3 at offices of 


Aug ll at3 at 





fice Nuttell, John, Cleethorpes, Lincoln, Refreshment Room Keeper, 
Aug 9 at 11 at offices of Stephenson and Mountain, Bethiehcm st, 
t Great Grimsby 
Oxtoby, Thomas Brown, Halifax, Grocer. Aug 12 at 3 at the White 
Lion Hotel, Silver st, Halifax. Booouck, Halifax 
al Pearce, Alfred, Cambridge terrace, Westbourne Park, Baker, Aug7 
at 11 at offices of Anning, Cheapside 
; Penlington, William Henry, Nantwich, Licensed Victualler. Aug 8 
a... ll at the Royal Hotel, Nantwich rd, Crewe. Garside, Conglet on 
ue orter, Oharles, Ely, Cambridge, Brewer. Aug 6 at 3 at the Lamb 
i pie Ely. Papworth, Cambridge 
 f ‘oulton, Frederick, Leominster, Plasterer. Aug 12 at 10.30 at offices 
; of Edwards and Weaver, Leominster. Garrold, Heretord 
1 a6 Retallack, Charles, Sparkbrook, nr Birmingham, Manager, 
Richa Sat 12 at offices of Pointon, Temple row West, Birmingham 
man, John, Canning Town, Essex, Builder, Aug 13 at 3 at olfices 
ms .. Paulin, Fen ct, Fenchurch st 
™ aley, Alfred, Brookfields, Birmingham, out of business, Aug 14 at 
rb oftices of Jagger, Cherry st, Birmingham 
a ne Richard Burton, bishop Thornton, York, Farmer. Aug ll 
wh 30 at offices of Bateson and Hutchinson, Harrogate 
i pe son, Denis Charles Edward, Leadenhall st, Commission Agent. 
Rowe, 14 at 3 at offices of Hill, Minoing lane 
nd, William, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Builder, Aug 11 at Il at 


8 of Rees and Oo, Thomas st, Llanell 
Ragien, James, Barnsley, York, late Nowseeper Proprietor, Aug $8 
At the Queen’s Hotel, Regent st, Barnsley. Alderson, Barnsley 







Simpson, Thomas, Preston, Grocer. Aug 8 at 3 at offices of Forshaw 
and Parker, Cannon st, Preston 

Smith, Thomas, Sheffield, Builder. Aug 9 at 10.30 at offices of Web- 
stec and Styring, Hartshead, Sheffield 

Sn John, Eastville, Gloucester, Builder. Aug 14 at 11 at offices of 
Milne and Co, Caledonian chambers, St Stephen’s avenue, Bristol. 
Pearson, Bristol 

Snugzy, Charles, Windsor, Plumber. Aug 13 at 3 at officesof Durant 
Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

Spender, Benjamin, Cheswardine, Salop, Farmer. Aug 15 at 11 at 
offices of Smallwood, Newport 

Stone, Thirza, Mount Radford, Exeter. Atig 11 at 11 at offices of 
Fewing and Oakley, Queen st, xeter. Huggins, Exeter 

Strong, Frederick Henry, St George, Gloucester, Boot Manufacturer. 
Aug 8 at 2 at offices of Sibly, Exchanze West, Brisiol ; 

, Tattersall, John, Helmshore, Lancashi e, Cotton Waste Spinner. 
14 at 8 at offices of Grundy and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Taylor, Helen, Fortiss Green, Hornsey, Schoo! Proprietor. 
12 at offices of Peterson, Bury st, St James’ P 

Thorrley, Peter, Preston, Draper. Aug Sat 2 at offices of Cooper, 
Fox st, Preston 

Udall, Robert, and Robert John Uda'l, Manchester, Merchants. 
Aug 11 at 3 at offices of Hall and Son, Fountain st, Manchester 

Vann, William, Aston, Birmingham. Aug 11 at i1 at offices of Green, 
Annst, Birmingham 

Veitch, Robert, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Builder. Aug 8 at 11 at offices 
of Winter, Market st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. Allan and Davies, 
Newrastle-upon-Tyne 

Walker, George, Alton, Stafford, Stone Mason. Aug 11 at 12 at offices 
of Flint and Flint, Uttoxeter 

Waller, Edwin, Devons rd, Old Ford rd, Coal Merchant. 
at offices of Foster, Gracechureh st 

Wallington, George, jun, Warrington, Builder, Aug 11 at3 at offices 
of Davies and Co, Market place, Warrington 

Walters, Jennet, Hafod, nr Pontypridd, Grocer. Aug 9 at 10,30 at the 
Royal Hotel, St Mary st, Cardift. Cousins, Cardiff 

Warrea, John Besley, and George Hardiag Warren, Bristol, Builders. 
Ang Ne 12 at offices of Collins, Broad st, Bristol. Beckingaam, 
Bristo! 

Watsor, Thomas Whittet, Hadstock, Essex, Farmer, Aug 8 at 11 at 
offices of Wayman, Silver st, Cambridge 

West, Walter Freemont, Cheltenham, Tailor. 
Chesshyre, Regent st, Che'tenham 

White, Frank, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Oi! Merchant. Aug 11 at 2 at offices 
of Ley and Mould, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn, London, Pittis, New- 


Aug 
Aug 15 at 


Aug 9 at 2 


Axg 9 at 12at offices of 


port 

Williams, Edwin, St Weonards, Hereford, Farmer. Aug II at 2.30 at 
the Royal Hotel, Ross. Corner, Hereford : 

Williams, Thomas, Penygarth, Merioneth, Tailor. Aug 11 at 1 at the 
Soorsman Hotel, Portmadoc, Breese and Co, Pwilhelli 

Willis, Henry, Basingstoke, Hants, Saddler. Aug Il at? at offices of 
Webb, Cross st, Basingstoke 

Wiltshire, Job, Bournemouth, Carman. 
Hote’, Bournemouth, ‘Trevanion 

Wood, James, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Tailor. Ang 11 at3 at the 
offices of Newton, Bank chambers, Market place, Stockport 


Ang 16 at 3 at the Pembroke 


Wood, William, Liverpool, Assistant to a Leather Dealer. Aug 11 at 
3 at offices «f Bartlett, Dale st, Liverpool 

Wright, William Symes, Glossop, Derby, out of business, Aug 14 at 
3 at cflices of Hibbert, Clarendon place, Hyde 

Young, Charles, Ba'combe, Somerset, Market Gardener. Aug 8 at 12 


at offices of Ricketts, Paragon, Bath 


b 
SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children,” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
= Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
nibited. 

Intin packets at ls, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, Si 
567, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pampblet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only pertectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


*F\HE ADVERTISER wishes to Article a Grandson 
to some respectable Solicitor. He is fifteen years of age, clever 
and well-educated, and has passed the Preliminary Examination, and 
would be of great assistance to any Solicitor who would give him his 
articles and a small monthly salary, The Advertiser would rovide 
the Stamp, anda small premium, if required.—Address, M. A, E., care 

















Sargeant, Emma, Gosport, Hante, F 
GE eee Bee VE ceoten, ang 11100) sae 
r odon, ilta, rpenter, Aug 11 10 ff 
™ Co, North st, Swindon te ug 11 at 10 at offices 








of Messra, Day & Wade-Gery, St. Neots, Hunts, 
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ANTED, in October next, in a Solicitor’s Office 
at Westminster, an Experienced Parliamentary Clerk. — 
Applications to be made by letter to C. D., Mesers. Vacher & Sons, 29, 
Parliament-street, Westminster. 
SOLICITOR wishes a Transfer of Articles to a 
gocd office for his Son, who has passed the Intermediate.—Jvuzis, 
** Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 52, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


Na SOLICITORS. — HONORARIUM. — Non- 

resident or Resident Estate Agency Wanted by a Gentleman of 
13 years’ experience, an auctioneer, and has City offices; would give 
hardsome Honotarium for introduetion of above, or for putting general 
business into his hands. Address, in strictest confidence, to AUCTICNEER, 
Horncastle’s, 61, Cheapside. 


xr. by the friends of a Clergyman of 

moderate views, anADVOWSON or NEXT PRESENTATION 
in an agricultural district; Surrey or Sussex preferred. No agents 
reed apply.—Address ‘‘ Frpzs,” care of Messrs, G. Street and Cc., No. 
30, Cornhill, London, E.C. 


RUSTEES’ ACCOUNTS in BANKRUPTCY and 

LIQUIDATION. —Advertiser requires the name ofa Bock giving 

forms in which these should be kept, including$ billsand time.—Reply 
to Clover, 52, Carey-street, Strand, W.C. 


RELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, and FINAL 
EXAMINATIONS for SOLICITORS.—-A Barrister-at-Law, the 
author of several well-known works, who has passed during the last 
ten years upwards of 1,000 pupils, many of whom have taken high 
honcurs, including the Clifford’s Inn Prize, PREPARES CANDIDATES, 
however defective their knowledge may be, very speedily. References 
to Judges, Queen’s Counsel, Members of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, and past and present pupils (barristers, solicitors, and 
students),—Adéress, TEwpiar, care of Messrs. Butterworths, 7, Fleet- 
street, Her Mejesty’s Luw Publishers. 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Auzert Sr. Pact 


{M.A.Oxvn), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for theirPreliminary, 
Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class, 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, W.C. 


RENT COLLEGE 


A CHURCH OF ENGLAND see SCHOOL, ON MODERATE 
ERMS. 





























Parron—The DUKE of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Heap Marter—The Rev. THOMAS FORD FENN, M.A., of Trinity 
College, Cambridge. 
Terms for Bosrd and Tuition, £51 per annum. 
F There is a large stoff of Masters, Graduates of Cambridge and Oxford. 
Boys are prepared for the Universities, for the Legal and Medical Pro- 
fessicns, or for Business. 
At the lest Cambriege Local Examination 22 Candidates from Trent 
passed, 9 of whom gained Honours. 

Swimming is teught to all Boys in the Jarge and safe Swimming 
Bath, #rd the Cricket Greund is unusually good. Everything neces- 
rary jor the beslth and comfort of the Boys is added unsparingly. 

NEXT TERM begins SEPTEMBER 18th. 
~ For Prospectus apply to the Scucon Secretary, Trent College, near 
Nottingham. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C.§ 

or wil! be sent by postin return for twostamps,—Particulars for inser- 

¢ion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 


LONDONSGAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 


direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
aupport.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of *‘ London Gaztte * kept, By apvointment. 


| Fe UNION FIRE and LIFE INSUKANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C, 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500,000 sterling. 
Chairman—James Cupvon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemuentox, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
fee = all conditions. - - 
7 Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. ” 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M'GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 




















———— 


Tg a 

¥ top STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM. 
PANY.—Established 1825, 
ANNUAL REPORT, 1879. 

The FIFTY-THIRD ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the Com. 
pany was held at Edinburgh, on Tuesday, the 22nd of April, 1979 
HENRY DAVIDSON, Esq., Muirhouse, in the Chair, when the folloy 
ing results were communicated :— 

Amount proposed for Assurance during the year 1878 



































(2,847 Proposals) ......cccrcercsrsssssssseserseeees £1,432,031 0 19 
Anu xt of Assurances accepted during the year 1878 

(1g8.0 Policies) .........cerrserssrsessercercessesee oppsasne-see eve 1,111,065 3 4 
Annual Premiums on new Policies during the year 1878 38,476 li 5 
Claims by, death during the year 1878, exclusive of 

Donas AAAILIONS .........sc0rrceeresrevsscvceccersses ssseseres see 439,897 13 3 
Amount of Assurances accepted during the last five 

years 6,220,234 19 7 








Subsisting Assurances at 15th November, 1878 (of 
~~ patent 138, 9d. is Re-assured with other 
offices, 








19,005,152 1) 
Revenue, upwards of £800,000 Sterling per annum. 
Accumulateé Funds, upwards of Five Millions and a Quarter St 

The Report, Tables of Rates, and all further information can be o} 
tained on application, 

Colonia] and Foreign Assurances.—Assurances granted on the lives 
of persons proceeding abroad. Branch offices and agencies in Indig 
and all the British Colonies. 

H, JONES WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England, 
London—82, King William-street, E.C., and 3, Pall Mall East, 8.¥7, 
Edinburgh—3 and 5, George-street (Head O tice), 
Dublin—66, Upper Sackville-street. 


NION BANK OF AUSTRALIA 
Established 1837, 
£1,487,500 


Paideup capital .ccccccccccecscccceccccce 
Reserve fund.ccccccccccccccccccsecscccece 800,000 
LETTERS of CREDIT and BILLS on DEMAND, or at Thirty Day 
Sight, are granted on the Bank’s Branches throughout Australiagn 
New Zealand. BILLS on the Colonies are negotiated and sent ig 
collection, DEPOSITS are received, at notice, and for fixed periods, 
terms which may be ascertained on application. 
W. R. MEWBURN, Manager, 
1, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, London, E.0. 









































AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS, 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made but neve 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured by Steel or other 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impair 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their mi 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This new color 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this. ink i 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of great 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s.,38; and Imperial Quarted 
49 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and ls. each, 


EDE AND 50N 
ROBE MAKERS 



















































































BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bead 
Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, B 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C. 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s 


Drart Paper, 5s., 6s, 6d., 7s. 6d., 75. 94.,and 9s. 9d. per ream, 

Brier Papen, 15s, 6d., 178. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscar Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 64., and 18s, 6d, per ream. 

CrEAM-LAID Nore, 38., 48., and 5s. per ream, 

Lar@e Cxeam-LaiD Nore, 48. 64., 63, 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lanes Buive Nore, 3s, 6d., 4s. 6d., and 68. 6d. per ream. 

Envetorges, Cream on Buve, 38, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 68, 6d. per 1000. 

Tue “ TempLe’’ Envevore, oxtra secure, 9s, 6d, per 1000, 

FootecaP OrrictaL Envevores, ls. 94. per 100. 

Partrince & Coorer’s Vertum Wove Oxvs-Hovsr Nore, 9s. 64, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of w 
imitations. ‘Purchasers are particularly requested to observe the 
ach sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVH CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” witho 
which none is genuine, 

IypenToRE Sarvs, Printed and Machine-ruled, 29. 5d, ch, 288.9 
doz., 136s, per roll. 

sscompe on Fottowens, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, 115s. 

roll, 


Recoups on Memoniats, 84, each, 78. 6d. per dozen, 
Ledgers Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Mi u @ Pooks 
An immense stoc in various bindings, 
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